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ME following Sheets are intended as 
an Acknowledgment of my Share in 
that common Debt which lies upon all true 
Friends to our preſent Eftabliſhment,'o the 
Lower Houle of Convocation, for their 


, ; ſeaſonable Endeavours to ſecure it againſt that 


violent Attack which has lately been made up- 
on it by the Right Reverend the Lord Biſhop 
of Bangor. The Point I have undertaken 
is that of Church Authority only, and in 
this I have concerned my ſelf very little far- 


tber than was neceſſary to hem the Senſe of 
bis Lordſhip and of the Committee there- 


upon. As this is all that was neceſſary to be 


© done in order to the true ſtating of the Que- 
lion between bis Lordſhip and that learned 
Hoch, ſo. 1 hope that what I have ſaid may be 
» ſufficient to give a Check to thoſe favourable 


Sentiments which have been taken up by too 


many on the ſide of the former, to the mani- 


Feſt Hurt and Prejudice of the latter. 


© * The Reader will eaſily perceive by this,that | 


4 


lam now writing a Defence, not of Church 


Authority, Bur of the Cenſure of the Com- 
\ mittee, and conſequently be will not expet? 


by 


A2 10 


Tbe PREFACE: 7 
to 81 me attempting at any thing * to IO JF 


T, hat bis Lordſhip is guilty of the Fact laid 


to his Charge. Ihe Method wherein I have 


choſen t to manage this Debate, 75 that which 4 | 


I conceive will de allowed on all hands to be the 
moſt, and indeed the only proper Method con- 
| ceivable, viz. hy comparing that Cenſure 
with his Lordſhip? 8 1 both in 
bis Sermon, and in the Defence of it. And 1 


; the I cannot flatter my ! ſel f fo far as to think 7 
that 1 have done this unexceptionably, yet 
3 will venture to Jay, that, if T know A own © 
Heart, T have done i it impartially. .& 


"I hav de no more th add, but to ir my ” 


. Reader that I have made no Remarks upon ́N 


bis Lordſhip p's Notion of a Church, nor upon 
what he hath ſaid with regard to the Succeſ- _ 
fion of the Miniſtry : 1 one continued Line 
down from the A poſtles, nor was it neceſſary 
that I Gould. For in all Diſputes about the 
Authority of the Church, « Church s 
ſuppoſed to be, and Miniſters regularly con- 
Fikake; and conſequently theſe 1 two Points, 
as they were only accidentally mentioned by 
the Committee, fo they are in ans 
altogether out of the Queſtion. Pa 6 
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OF T HE 


Brsnor of BANGOR. 


In relation to 


4 15 HURCH m_— 


4 MAI... 
. Y 0 the Authority of the C hurch in general. 


N 


Biſhop of Bangor. els 255 


N . a Have denied no Authority to the Church, bus * 
I ſolute Authority, z. e. an Authority 20 the Sen- 
is rence of which Inferiors are indiſpenſably obliged to 
| Lee, And therefore if in the Chriſtian Church there 

be an Authority in Superiors, properly ſo called, which 
7s not abſolute, and an Obligation in Inferiors to 
ſubmit to meer Human Authority, which is not in- 
diſpenſable; 7 am, notwithſtanding any thing 1 have 
= ſaid, as much at liberty to declare for it as themſelves, 
* Anſwer to the es Chap. I. Sect. 5. p. 24, 
LE 25. Chriſt bath delegated no — Authority to 
1 | Me 15 
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Thar I have taught 
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Men, 10 which Chriſtians are abſolute! „ 7, e. un- 


 limitedly , unconditionally, without Examination 
a liged: to ſubmit, o —— to which they are obliged io 


wit in any thing contrary ro-his Will. This in all 
Anſwer to Dr. Srape, p. 35. 
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e obliged tg ſubn 
I himbly conceive he w 


rity which either is or can be exerciſed by Men, is and 


f : mult be limited by this Condition, Viz. that nothing be 
_ enjoined or commanded by them, which to comply 
with is contrary to the Will of God. And upon this 


Account no Human Authority, 1. e. no Authority ex- 
exciſed by Men, can oblige indiſpenſably : For ſeeing no 
Man has Authority to oblige another to do any thing 
contrary to God's Will, it is manifeſt that every one 
has a Right to examine into all Human Injunctions, 
and to be determined by hx own Judgment whether 


They be agreeable to God's Will or not; becauſe if 1 
am to be determined not by my own' Judgment, but 


by the Judgment of others, whether what they enjoin 


be agreeable to God's Will or not, I muſt then obey 
thoſe Perſons in whatever they command, 7z. e. the 
Authority of ſuch Perſons will be abſo/nte, Admit- 
Ting therefore that what 18 commanded me hy. Men 9 
be in it ſelf agreeable to God's Will, yet ſeeing I am 
to be determined herein by my own judgment, and 
not by the Judgment of others, if upon the ſtricteſt 
Exqtiinarionit appears to me to be contrary to Gods 


HIER, 


— oo WY b ident from his Sermon that his 

Lordichip had denied to the Clurch no Authority, but 
an abſolute, unlimited, unconditional Authority, or an 
Authority to the Sentence of which Taferiors are in- 
it; as he juſtly could not, 
6 vould got haye been cenſu- 
red by the Committee upon this Head. For, 
I. It is certain that there neither is nor can be ia 
Men, and therefore not in the Church, any abſolute, 
unlimited, or unconditional Authority. For all Autho- 
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W 
Win, my Obedience ſhall be diſpenſed with, ite. T am 
not to obey ; which ſeeing it is equally true of 4 
Human Injun&ions whatſoever, it follows therefore 
that no Human Authority obliges indiſpenſably. 
223. The Committee themſelves do not claim to the 
Church any ſuch abſolute, unlimited, indiſpenſable Au- 
” thority. His Lordſhip I know ſeems to be of another 
5 Opinion, and the Inſtance by which he has (a) eu- 
is ſuch as J am not able readily to/account for. It is 
t, in ſhort this: His Lordſhip had declared in his Pre- 
ſervative, that (6b) the thing which juſtified the Prote- 
fants in ſeparating from the Papiſts was their being 
" perſuaded iu their own Conſciences that their (the Papiſts) 
e, Dofrines and Worſhip were corrupt. From whence he 
- inkers, that if this were duly and impartially confidered, 
d it would be impoſſible for Men to unchriſtian, unchurch, 
„e or declare out of God's Favour any of their Fellow 
lo Creatures, upon any leſſer, or indeed any other Motive 
is than wicked Diſhoneſty and Inſincerity, of which God 
„alone is Judge. Hereupon the Committee obſerve, that 
10 9 (c) if it be true that there 1s but one Conſideration, VE. 
ng _ that of wicked Diſhoneſty, which will juſtify unchriſti- 
ne aning, unchurching, or declaring out of God's Fa- 
15, vour, and of that one Conſideration God alone is Judges 
er there is evidently an End of all Church Authority 28 
_ oblige any to external Communion, and of all Power that 
mt one Man, in what Station ſoever, can have over anot her 
bin iin Matters of Religion. From this Paſſage it ſeems 
bey evident, 1 . That the Committee do ſuppoſe a Power 
the in the Church to oblige others to external Communion. 
iit- 2: It is expreſly affirmed that the Church cannot have 
gen _ Suh a Power, if no Confideration bat wicked Diſhone 
am aud Inſincerity will juſtify unchriſtianing, unchurck- 
Aung: and declaring out of God's Favour ſuch as will 
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' hot comply with her Injunctions. Therefore, 3. It is 
implied that the Church (in their Opinion) has ſuch 
an Authority as will juſtify her in unchriſtianing, un- 

churching, and declaring ſuch Perſons out of God's 
Favour upon ſome other Conſideration befides wicked 
Diſboneſty and Inſincerit), i. e. tho they be honeſt and. 
| fincere. Now if this be true, it ſeems pretty manifeſt | 
that the Church muſt have an abſo/ute Authority. For. 
the Church cannot be juſtified in declaring any out of 
God's Favour, but thoſe who actually are out of God's 
Favour; by conſequence if the Church has ſuch an 
Authority as will juſtify her in declaring thoſe out of 


God's Favour who refuſe to comply with her Injun- 
Kions, even tho they be ſincerely perſuaded in their 


own Conſciences that what ſhe enjoins is contrary to 
_ God's Will, then the refuſal of ſuch Perſons to com- 
_ ply, notwithſtanding they were thus perſuaded, muſt 
| have caſt them out of God's Favour. Which is as 
much as to ſay, that a Man's being ſincerely perſua- 
_ ded that what the Church enjoins is contrary to 
_ God's Will, is no Bar againſt her Authority, it will 


* 


not excuſe him in not complying with thoſe Injun- 
ctions, or in other Words, that the Authority of the 
Church 1s alſolute, unconditional, and indiſpenſably ß 


VVV 
Whether the learned Members of the Committee 


did fee theſe Conſequences, or will now own them 
to be juſtly drawn, they themſelves alone muſt deter- 
mine. In the mean time I ſhall beg Leave to do them 
one Piece of Juſtice, which is certainly due to all 
Writers, viz. to gather their Meaning not from one 


ſingle Paſſage, but from the whole of what they ſay 


compared together, and by explaining the obſcure 
by others that are more plain and eaſy. If we may 1 
take the Opinion of the Reverend the Dean of Chi- ; 
cheſter (which I think we very ſafely may, notwithj- 

ſtanding any thing his Lordſhip has been pleaſed to 
alledge to the contrary) as the Opinion of the 
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nnr: 
s hole Committee, we have the moſt expreſs Declara- 
h tions that poſſibly can be; that they do not claim to 
2 the Church an abſolute, unlimited Authority. (d) Ab- 
4 = folate, unlimited Authority, ſays be, there is none ei- 
d 

ſt 


ther Civil or Eccleſiaſtical. And upon his Lordſhip's 
daeclaring in his Letter to Dr. Snape, that he intended 
Tt in his Anſwer to the Repreſentation to atgue againſt 
T. = abſolute Authority: The Dean tells him in effect, 
f hat his denying abſolute Authority was not the thing 
Which the Committee found fault with, and that there- 
bw fore all he could ſay upon that Head would be no- 
ff thing tothe Purpoſe » But I need not inſiſt upon 
- this; the Committee have themſelves plainly enough 
told us; that they claim to the Church uo abſolute 
%% unlimited Authority. (e) This Right Reverend Biſhop, 
a= = ſay they, in his extream Oppoſition to certain unwar- 
it rantable Pretenſions 10 extravagant Degrees of 
aS "Church Power, ſeems to have been ſo far tranſported 
a "beyond his Temper and Argument, as I will proceed 
tO ho further: For theſe Words do manifeſtly ſhow, that 
in the Opinion of the Committee there are Degrees of 
Church Power which are extravagant; and which to 
pPiretend to is therefore unwarrantable. But could the 
bly Committee have ſaid this, if they had thought the 
Authority of the Church to be abſolute, and unlimi- 
ted ? It is manifeſt they could not; for an abſolute 
em Authority is the hizh;/# Authority that poſſibly can 
be conceiv'd, and therefore upon Suppoſition that 
the Church has ſuch an Authority, no Degrees of 
Church Power can be extravagant, nor any. Pretenſi- 
ons to any Degrees ef Church Power «uwarrantable. 
Indeed had the Committee ex preſſed themſelves with 
_ leſs Clearneſs upon this Subject than they really have, 
1 ſhould never have imagined that they had any 
thing to ſay againſt his Lordſhip for denying that 
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= () Anſw. to a Letter, d. 54. B (e) Repreſent. p. 1 yet 
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the Church has an abſolute Authority; becauſe this 
is, and ever was as conſtantly and ſtrenuouſly deni- 
ed by all Proteſtants, as the Doctrine of Tranſubſtan- 
tiation. This I mention to filence, if it be poſſible, 
the Clamours of thoſe Men who are every Day a- 
larming us with the Apprehenſions that our Engliſh 7 
| Clergy (thoſe of them I mean, who diſcover that 
Teal which all of them ought to have for the eſta= = 
bliſhed Church) are, graſping again at that abſo/ute 
Dominion which their — ſhook off with 
the Yoke of Popery, and would fain have it believed, 
that his Lordſhip's oppoſing theſe Encroachments 
Vas the main Reaſon of his being cenſured by the 
Committee. This Scandal is as ſenſeleſs as it is wick= 7 
ed and malicious. Can the Clergy be aiming at that 
which they every one of them conſtantly and unani- 
 moifly condemn? Or could the Committee cenſure = 
his Lordſhip for oppoſing that which they themſelves 
have oppoſed, and do oppoſe as heartily as he? 
No; they tell ns plainly enough what the Ground of J 
their Cenſure was, vix. That tt was not becauſe ge 
had denied to the Church an abſolute Authoriy, bur 
ALL Authority; becauſe he had laid down ſuch _ 
Dodctrines and Poſitions as tend to ſubvert ALL Govern _ 
ment and Diſcipline in the Church of Chriſt, aud to | 
reduce his Kingdom to à State of Anarchy and Confu- 
fon. Nov it this be the Caſe, the Cenſure of the 
Committee is certainly juſt. Poctrines and Poſitions 
of ſuch a Tendency as this, can never be withſtood 
with too much Zeal, eſpecially when they come 
from the Mouth of a Biſhop of the Church, 7. e. .f 
one to whom the Care and Government of the Church # 
is committed: Nor will it avail to alledge, that his V 
Lordſhip now declares that he denies 10 Authority # 
to the Church but an alone Authority. If this © 
| can ſatisfy any that his Lordſhip is Orthodox, it 
will not prove that the Committee had not à juſt Rea- 
for to eſteem him other wiſe. The Queſtion Naar 
eee fs | tas 
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the Committee, when they drew up their Repreſenta- 
tion, was, I conceive, not what Authority his Lord- 
1= © ſhip would afterwards think fit to deny to the Church, 
„but what he had then attually denied her. They had 
then no other way to judge of his Opinions, but by 
his then preſent Writings; and of theſe Writings they 
at were to judge, by the ſame Rule by which all other 
2- © Writings are or ought to be judged of, viz. By in- 
ite terpret ing the ſeveral Poſitions contained therein, 
th according to the moſt plain, obvious, and natural 
Senſe of the Words wherein they are expreſſed. The 
1ts _ {Queſtion therefore is, whether in thoſe, Writings, 
he there are not ſeveral Paſſages in which, according to 
this Rule of Interpretation, his Lordſhip has denied 
at ALL Authority to the Church; and this I ſhall now 
js __ endeavour to determine, confining my ſelf wholly 
re to ſuch as are to be met with in his Lordſhip's Ser- 


e? he only Paſſage that is there to be found in re- 
of lation to Church Authority in general, is at p. 11. 
he where are theſe Words. Chriſt has in theſe Points, 
ut (i. e. in the Affairs of Conſcience and eternal Salva- 
ch tion) left behind him no v/fibl> Human Authority, i. e. 
1- _ (tor ſo his Lordſhip mult be underſtood) no Autho- 
to _Tity to be viſibly exerciſed by Men. Now tis certain 
u- that if the Church has any Authority at all, it muſt 
he in this Senſe be a vifible Human Authority; and con- 
ns ſequently his Lordſhip hath here denied to the 


"5 


Church al Authority in the Affairs of Conſcience and 


X 


 *Salvation. _ 


This his Lordſhip (as indeed it was neceſſary he 
mould) has expreſly (g) owned, and yet declares 
with reſpe& to this very Paſſage, that he has denied 
0 Authority to the Church but abſolute Authority, 
or an Authority to the Sentence of which Inferiors are 
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I ) Anſw, to the Repreſeat, Chap. 1. Sect. 4. 


0 her Sentence. 


48) 


indiſpenſably eblige F to ſubmit. But is ſaying thay 
the Church has #0 Aale the Affairs of Conſci- 
ence and Salvation, no mote than ſaying that the 


Church hath no abſolute Authority? Cannot the 
Church have Authority in the Affairs of Conſcience, 
unleſs Inferiors be indiſpenſably obliged to ſubmit to 
Why, ſo it ſeems to his Lordſhip; for 

he tells us that an Authority in thoſe Points can be nd 


teſs than an Authority to determine other Men $ Conſci- 
ences, and to determine either the Terms or the Certainty 


of their Salvation. What does his Lordſhip mean by 


an Authority to determine the Conſciences of other 
Men? Not, I hope, an Authority {or rather Power) 
to now or underſtand other Men's Conſciences; fot 
this is impoſſible, and therefore needs not be diſputed 
againſt, I think then he muſt mean an Authority t 
bind other Men's Conſciences: But how? Univerſalj, 
unlimitedlih, indiſpenſably, in every thing which is en- 
joyned > Why this muſt be ſaid to make the Aſſertion 1 
at all pertinent; but then for the Truth of it we 
hape nothing at all to depend upon but his Lord- 
ſhip's bare Word, which tho' it may be ſufficient in 
any Matter of Fact, will not, I ſuppoſe, be allowed 


ro paſs for an Argument: But whatever be the 


Meaning of theſe Words (which whether I have hit 
upon or not, I am not certain) thoſe which follow are 


exceedingly plain. Every one underſtands what it is 


to determine the Terms and Certainty of Men's Salvati= 
on, and will as readily apprehend that whatever Au- 


thority can do either, mult indeed be abſolute : But T 
muſt intreat his Lordſhip's Pardon,' ifI tannot agree 


with him, that fuch a Power is neceſſarily implied un- 


der the Notion of having Authority in Affairs of Con- 
ſciente. 
manner, or after any other he thinks fit; but the 
thing to be conſidered here, is, not what his Lord 


ſbip's Notions of Authority in theſe «Caſes are (of 4 k 


which Notions we know ener from any Paſſage 
A 9 858 3 in 


Ke 


He may interpret thoſe Words after this 


— "PEER | 
is. hig Sermon) but what. the Generality of Men will 
wolt readily underſtand, when they hear it affirmed, 
hat the Church path no Authority, in the Affairs of Con- 
ine, Affairs of Conſcience, Aﬀairs of Salvation, 
Affairs of Religion, I take to be Phraſes of the ſame 
2 Sigpification, and every one knows that his Lord= 
* ſhip uſes them as ſuch. Now by ſuch Affairs as theſe 
1 I muſt confeſs I always underſtood, and I believe 
i= moſt Men do. underſtand in general, all Affairs 
ty wherein their. Conſciences, their Religion, and conſe- 

guently their Salvation, are or may be any way con- 
Ferned. In this Senſe almoſt every thing about which 
the Actions of Men are converſant is an Affair of 
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ill applyed, ſo the State, of their Conſciences, and 
to their Religion will he either better or worſe, and their 
ly, Salvation which depends thereupon either more or Jeſs 
n= ſecure. To deny therefore in this Senſe that the 
Church hath any Authority in the Affairs of Conſci- 
ve _ ence, is to deny that the Church hath Authority zo do 
d- any Act which ſhall at all concern or affect Men's Con- 
in ſciences, ſo as at all to alter the Rule of their Conſci- 
ed ences, which in plain Terms is to deny that ſhe hath 
he any Authority at all. VVV 
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it I know very well that his Lordſhip ſometimes 
re ſpeaks of Affairs relating purely to Conſcience, and 
is perhaps it may be thought but juſt to underſtand 
i= —Aﬀairs of 5 4 050 wherever they are mentioned, 
ynder this Limitation. For my Part IJ am very wil- 
ling to do his Lordſhip this Juſtice; but how it will 
in the leaſt help him I cannot perceive. This is in- 


Nan conſider d only in his Political or Civil Ca- 
NM" WOE ke SIE A EIT LIM LE LET $4 2 9-4 TEL SES, he Bakh OI LEST F 4 
1 en pghacity. 
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or Conſcience, becauſe as theſe Actions are either well or 


WAS) 


pacity. Affairs with reſpect to which 2 Man may 
act either this way or that way, and yet be never 
the better or the worſe Member of Human Society. 
Now tis manifeſt, I think, that if the Church has no 
Authority with reſpect to "fuck Affairs as theſe, ſhe is 
_ abſolutely without any Authority: For an Authority 
with reſpect to Political or Civil Affairs, conſidered 
as ſuch, his Lordſhip denies her, and very juſtly, be- 
cauſe tis an Authority ſhe cannot pretend to. 
Io ſhow you that the natural and proper Notion 
of Affairs of Conſcience, or of Affairs relating purely 
to Conſcience, is as I have now explained it; 1 muſt 
_ obſerve that his Lordſhip with all his Skill has not 
been able to bring that Phraſe to any other Senſe, 
without expoſi ing his own Conduct in ſuch a Man- 3h 
ner, as I am perſwaded the very worſt of his Ene- 
mies, and thoſe who have the meaneſt Opinion of _ 
his Abilities, could never have thought of. My 

Meaning will quickly be underſtood, when once yon 
come to have learned what his Lordſhip' s Definiti= _ 3. 
on of Afﬀairs relating purely to Conſcience is, which he 
has given us in theſe Words (h) Af airs relating pure» t 
| ty to Conſcience, as I conceived then, and do ſtill con- 
ceive, are properly ſpeaking (nat open Acts againſt Men's 
o un Conſciences, which were never ſo called by any Wii * 
ter in the World, but) Affairs tranſacted between them 
and their oun Conſciences, by the Direction of their own. \ 
Conſciences, and of which no Man CA N judge without 
knowing their Conſciences. Whether any Writer in the 
Mord ever called thoſe Acts, Affairs relating pure- i 
ly to Conſcience, which his Lordſhip ſays ought 1a“ 
WV: ro be called, I ſhall not ſtay to inquire: But it 
may, I think, very reaſonabl G demanded of his 
Lozaſhip, p, what Writer in the World erer defined A. 
fairs relating pureh to ee in the Manner where- a2P 
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in de has defined them, eſpecially when thoſe Affairs 
dare ſpoken of as the ſulject Matter of Human Aut ho- 
y. = rity? As I take it, the Diſpute is wholly about the 
> Signification of a Phraſe, which ſeeing it muſt be 
determined by common Uſe, it had here been very 
proper for his Lordſhip to have produced his 
| Vouthers. But Authors of this ſort I ſuppoſe were 
e- not ready at Hand, or the Places not eaſy to be 
© = found, and therefore to ſave himſelf the Labour of 
MN Searching, his Lordſhip has given it us upon his own 
Word and Credit, that Afairs relating purely to Con- 
cience, are ſuch Affairs as, and no other than thoſe 
ohich he has now been deſcribing to us. Well then; 
we have his Lordſhip's ſpecial Warrant for it, that 
what he meant by ſaying that Chriſt hath left behind 
be- bim no viſible Human Authority in the Aﬀairs of Cunſci- 
of ence, or in Affairs relating purely to Conſcience, was, 
ly That Chriſt hath left behind him no viſible Human Au- 
on thority in Affairs tranſacted between Men and their on 
i- Conſciences, of which (i. e. of which Affairs) no MM 
he CAN judge, &c.! And now pray Reader what 
ren think you? Has not his Lordſhip had a moſt weigh- 
on- ty Work upon his Hands? He has with much Pains 
and great Subtilty been arguing. from the Preroga- 
i- tive of Chriſt, and the Spiritual Nature of his King- 
mM "dom—— What? Why, that the Church hath zo Au- 
wr thority in thoſe Affairs wherein it is in the very Na- 
ture of the thing impoſſible that ſhe ſhould have any Au- 
Thority! I fay impoſſible; for tis notorious that Af- 
Fairs tranſatted between Men and their own Conſciences, 
neither are nor can be the ſubjef# Matter of Human 
wit Authority, either in the Church or any where elſe. 
his Tanke any particular Inſtance of Authority, and the 


Af- Caſe will be clear: For do you mean by Authority a 
ere- Power of making Laus? It is manifeſt that the ſub- 
— jet Matter of theſe Laws muſt be ſomething relating 
do rhe External Actions of Men, and not any thing 
. which paſſes in the Heart, which no Body knows any 

{7 Ge thing. 
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wing of but themſelves. Or do was mean bye 4 
mere a Power of judging, and puniſhing offiers? 9 
Here again the ſubjett Matter of Authority muſt be 
Men's our ,¾· ard Conduct, and not their inward, Nate 3 
no Man can judge of beſides themſelves. This then 


muſt be the Subſtance of his Lordſhip's Reaſoning; 
viz. That becauſe Chriſt is King in His own King⸗ 
dom, therefore no Man Has Authority in thoſe Affairs 
in which no Man can have Authority; and particus 7 
farly, no Man has Authority to make” Laus in thoſe 
Affairs about which no Man ca make Laus; or 0 4 
judge in thoſe Affairs about which no Mari can judge. ! 
His Lordſhip has owned this to be his Meaningwith | 
tkeſpect to th Caſe of judging, in expreſs Terms. 
609 925 Authority or Right to judge, cenſure, and puniſh 
in theſe Caſes, (i. e. in the Affairs of Conſcience): 7 
reſerve to Chriſt, and deny to all "Chriſtians of what 
Rank ſoever, becauſe it is an Authority hie no = 
Men CAN have; an Authority ro judge in Points, in 
which no one CAN judge uh does not know: the Heart, 
of Men. A very Kubltantial Reaſon without Doubt! 
But was this the Reaſon afſigneÞby his — = 3 
hin Sermon; to ſho that no Man has Authorit 4 
judge in thoſe Caſes? No, he tells us himſelf; be 5 "oF 
very one knows'ir'to'be true, that this was rhete'ar= F 
gued (E) by way of Inference from the Prerogutive of $ 
Chriſt. "Ald who then / ould not have thought that of 
this Authority was ſomething which Men might in 
deed Poſſibly take upon them to exerciſe, but could & 
ot" awfully do it, becauſe it would be an Menn 
of "Chriſt's. Prerbgattv en 
ut that you may have a clear and brought View : = 
of his Lordfhip 5 Reaſoning, ording to this No- 
tion of Affairs of "Conſcience, I ſhall give it you 
re forth i in its full 3 Thus then his Lord- | x 
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mip begins, Serm, p. 11.“ As the Church of Chriſt is 


the Kingdom of Chriſt, be himſelf is King; and in 


Z< this it is implied that he is himſelf the Sole Lawgiver 


& to his Subjects, and himſelf the Sole Judge of their 
„ Behaviour in the Affairs of Conſcience and eternal 
ec Salvation“ (i. e. in thoſe Affairs in which it is in the 
very Nature of the thing impoſſible, that any one beſides 
"Zhimſelf fhould be either Lawgiver or Judge) © And in 
de this Senſe therefore his Kingdom is not of this World, 
le that he hath in thoſe Points ” (i. e. in thoſe Points 
wherein it is impoſſible he ſhould have left any viſible Hu- 
man Authority, any Vicegerents, or Judges,) © left 


pPehind him no viſible Human Authority, no Vicege- 


rents who can be ſaid properly to ſupply his Place 

e No Judges over the Conſciences or Religion of his 
de People. For if this were ſo, that any ſuch Abſolute 
e Vicegerent Autliority— were“ (what is impoſſible). 
> lodged in any Men upon Earth; the Conſequence 
e would be, that what ſtill retains the Name of the 
“ Church of Chriſt, would not be the Kingdom of 
te Chriſt, but the Kingdom of thoſe Men veſted with 
be ſuch Authority. For whoſoever hath ſuch an Au- 

de thority ” (as it it impoſſible for him to have) “ of 

e making Laws, is ſo far a King” &c. Again p. 15. 
© If therefore the Church of Chriſt be the Kingdom 


„ of Chriſt, it is eſſential to it that Chriſt himſelf be 


b the Sole Lawgiver, and Sole judge of his Subjects 
© in all Points relating to the Favour or Diſpleaſure 


A A | of Almighty God” (i. & in all Points wherein he alone 
gen poſſibly be Lawgivet or Judge) © And that — no 


_ *One of his Subjects any more than another, hath Au- 
.* thority to make new Laws—0or to judge, cenſure, 
«Kg iſh the Serva f her Maſter in Matters 
or punim the Servants ot another Mater in Matters 


No- & relating purely to Conſcience or Salvation” (i. e. in 


latters wherein it is impoſſible that they ſhould have a 


Authority either to niake new Laws, or to judge, cenſure, | 


. — 4 ». as  » =» * 
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4 tion — let him but ask himſelf; whether the Church 


- 


„ of Chriſt be the Kingdom of Chriſt or not? And if, 


« it be, whether this Notion. of it doth not abſo- 2 
s lutely exclude all other Legiſlators and Judges in 
& Matters relating to. Conſcience or the Favour of 
«K God? (i. e. in Matters wherein it is abſolutely ne- 


 ceſſary that all other Perſons ſhould be excluded from be. 

2% Legillators and Judges.) © or whether it can be 
„his Kingdom, if any mortal Men have fach a Power 
4 of Lepithation and Judgment in it, as it i in the Na- 
ture of the thing impoſſible that they ſhould have? Thus 
ſtands his Lord ſhip's Reafoning according to his own 
Explication of his Meaning! What ſome of his Friends 


may think of it, I cannot tell. But for my part had 
any one before hand offered me ſuch a Comment upon 


his Lordſhip's Words, I have fuch a Regard to his 


_ Epiſcopal Character, that I ſhould have reſented tbe 


Uſage, and have wiſhed his Lordſhip either a more 


judicious, or a more ſincere Advocate. 


o 


* 


His Lordſhip will tell me perhaps, as he has told 


Dr. Sherlock in a like Caſe; that it is not (0 ſo exceed- 


ingly abſurd to argue againſt Impoſſibilities, becauſe 
there are many things which Men do not ſee or know to be 
i mpoſſible, which yet are really ſo : But I muſt beg of 
his Lordſhip to name me that ſingle Man, Proteſtant 
or Papiſt, High- Church or Low-Church, Juror or Non» 
Juror, who has ever believed that it was poffible for 
one Man to judge of what paſſes in the Heart of an- 
other, or that Affairs of Conſcience (as he bas been 
' Pleaſed to explain them) can be the Subject Matter of 
Human Authority. If there be any ſuch fenſeltefs Crea- 
tures upon Earth, his Lordſhip ſhall be allowed to 
confute them, if he can think it worth his while. But 
then I ſhall never allow (fo long as I have any Meaſure - 
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of Com mon Senſe left) that it is any thi 
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ig elſe but an 
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„ Abfſurditꝝ to go about to do it in the manner wherein 
10 his Lordſhip has choſen to do it. Suppoſe that ſome 
ch Body or other ſhould have a Fancy to maintain that 
dit Zrutes have Authority in Afzirs of State; would his 
Lordſhip think it a proper way of anſwering ſuch a 
iin perſon, inſtead of telling him plainly that the thing 
; of is abſolutely impoſſible, to harangue him about the 
”e- King's Prerogative, and the Nature of Civil Govern- 
ment? If he could, he may allo think it proper to 
argue in the other Caſe from the Prerogative of Chriſt, 
Ver and the Nature of his Kingdom, and not elſe: For the 
one is certainly as reaſonable a way of procecding as 
= You ſee by this time how hard his Lordſhip was put 
to it, ſo to fix his Notion of Affairs of Conſcience, as to 
make it implied that whoever has Authority in thoſe 
Affairs, mult have an Authority to deter mine ether 
dis the Terms or the Certainty of Men's Salvation, Ihave 
ſtayed the longer upon this Head, becauſe what has 
here been ſaid will be of further Uſe, and ſpare me 
-= ſome Repetitions when I come to conſider the ſeveral 
Particular Branches of Church Authority. And now 
% when all is done, ſuppoſing that the Phraſe Afairs of | 
6 2 Conſcience could conliſtently be brought to that Senſe 
of which his Lordſhip would fain put upon it, yet even 
Keep this will not do his Buſineſs. For his Lordſhip has 
Tons denied to the Church all Authority, not only in the 
Affairs of Conſcience, but in the Affairs of Salvation, in 
for = Matters relating to the Favour or Diſpleaſure of Almighty 
an God, and in Matters of Religion. His Lordſhip 1 hope 
been vill not contradict me in this; but if he ſhauld, I muſt 
then ask him whether he uſed all theſe Phraſes as e- 
Auivalent or not? If he did not, why then did he not 
diſſtinguiſh them? If he 44, it is manifeſt, that by deny- 
f lng to the Church all Authority iz Matters of Conſcience, 
are he has alſo denied that ſhe has any Authority in thoſe 
"x other Affairs too. But did ever any Writer in the 
— Morld, or do Men in common Speech confine Matters 
belat ing to the Fayour of EY Matters of 1 * 
Ab- 7 5 ae 
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cannot be denied that it is not to be defended. 
by his Lordſhip, to ſhow that theſe Words, Chriſt hath 


rity, cannot be underſtood as denying 4% Authority 2 


Delay, I grant. But that they are an Explication of 
dent that he did not thereby intend to deny al! Autho- 


I. According to all the Common Rules of ſpeaking, 
his Lordſhip has, even in this latter Sentence, denyed 5 


Place, or acts in the Stead of another. And he ſupplies 


act for him. If therefore Chriſt has left behind him # 


Matters of Religion, to ſuch Matters only as are tranſ- 


atted between them and their own Conſciences? His Lord- 
ſkip may maintain the Affirmative if he pleaſes, and 
he may perſwade thoſe whom he can perſwade. But 


certainly thoſe who have any Knowledge of the Uſe 


and Signification of Words, and any Senſe of what is 1 


decent and ingenuous, as they muſt know that theſe 


Phraſes are not ſo limited, fo they muſt think that ir 
would have been more becoming a Chriſtian Biſhop ( if 
he does indeed believe that the Church has any Au- 


thority) inſtead of ſecking Sanctuary under ſuch Sub- 
terfuges as theſe, to have recanted his raſh Aſſertion 


and have ſaid plainly what ought to be ſaid, becauſe it 


But I muſt not paſs over the other Reaſon alledged 
in thoſe Points left behind him no viſible Human Aut ho- 


to the Church; which is, that they are (m) further 
explained without Stop or Delay by adding LY No Vicege- "I 

* rents who can be ſaid properly to ſupply his Place.“ 
That theſe Words do fellow the other without Stop or 


them in his Lordſhip's Senſe, i. e. ſo as to make it evi- 
rity to the Church, I do by no means perceive. For 
al Authority to the Church, as evidently as he has LT 
done it in the former. For a Vicegerent (as the verx 
ſound of the Word imparts) is one who ſupplies the * 


anothers Place, who does in any Caſe ſupply anothers 
Place, i, e. who js in any Caſe empower d by another to 


no Vicegerents to ſupply his Place, then he has left be- 
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"Z hind him none who are in any Caſe empowered to act for 
bim, or in other Words, the Church is without any 
Authority. Or thus; 8% far as auy one ads by an 
Authority delegated to him from Chriſt, /o far he acts 
in Chriſt's Stead, or ſo far he is Chriſt's Vicegerent. 
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thing that 1 could find in his Sermon. That it makes 
no Alteration, whether it be put in or left out, is mani- 
feſt, becauſe every thing which #, mult be properly what 
it is; and therefore if Chriſt hath properly no Vicege- 
rents, he hath zo Vicegerents. But by his Lordſhip's 
inſinuating now in his Anſwer, that to ſay that Chriſt 
> hath properly any Vicegerents on Earth, is a Popifh 


Doctrine, 1 judge, that by a proper Vicegerent, he 
"= means an Abſolute Vicegerent; ſo that in his Lordſhip's 
> Opinion, it ſeems that no Man is or can be at al the 
Vaicegerent of another, who is not abſolutely ſo, i. e. 
w ho is not veſted with that 7 Power, which is lodged = 
in that other whoſe Vicegerent he is; and in this Senſe 
it is true, that Chriſt hath 20 Vicegerent. But that 
his Lordſhip ſpeaks here in a manner peculiar to him- 
ſellf, is plain, becauſe this Plenitude of Power is never 
= ſuppoſed in any of thoſe Inſtances where this Word is 
commonly uſed. Thus Kings are ſaid to be God's Vice- 
gerents, and yet no one ſuppoſes that Kings are veſted 
With that fall Power or Authority which is i God. 
Again, Ambaſſadors are ſaid to be Kings YVicegerents, 
but their Power is alſo limited to particular Caſes. If 
huis Lordſhip will ſtill ſay that neither Kings nor Am- 
baſſadors are Vicegerent s, tho' they be fo called; I 


. . anſwer, that I muſt be contented to take my Mother 


Tongue as find it, and fo I think ſhould his Lordſhip 


doo, unleſs he will be pleaſed to Favour the Woes 
Y 7 22 ee 5 +29 VVV Wit! | 
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pn with a Gloſſary peculiarly adapted to his own' Wri ; 
tings. But . 5 


127 Suppoſe that theſe laſt Words were capable of 
no other Senſe, than that which his Lordſhip would 


now have us put upon them, how does it appear that 
the former are explained by them? Chriſt (ſays his Lord- 
| ſhip) hath left behind him no viſible Human Authority, no 
Vicegerents who can be ſaid properly to ſupply his Place, no 
Interpreters upon whom his Subjects are abſolutely to de- 

' pend, no Judges over the Conſciences or Religion of his 


People. Theſe are all of them independent Sentences ; 


nor has his Lordſhip by his manner of expreſſing him- 
ſelf, given us the leaſt Hint or Intimation, that he 


intended any of them as an Explanation of what went 


before. Admitting therefore that by preper Vicege- 
rents nothing elſe could be meant but abſolute Vice= 
gerents, it will then be true indeed that his Lordſhip T7 
| hath in this Sentence denied no Authority but abſolute 7 
Authority. But what then? will it follow from hence, 
that he hath not denied 4% Authority in another? I 
think not; for it may be very conſiſtently affirmed of 


the Church, if ſhe has 20 Authority, that ſhe has not 


an abſolute Authority. The like may be ſaid of all tbhoſe 
. P aſſages in his Lor dſhip's Sermon, where he has declar- 3 | 


ed only againſt ab/olute Authority: They will prove 


_ ſuffictently that he denies /o much; but they will never 


prove (againſt ſo many other Paſſages, where he has 


in as plain Terms as can be thought of, declared a- 


gainſt al! Authority) that he has denied no more, Upon 


7 Nl 
** og ; 


what account indeed a Man who owns 2 Authority 2 
all, ſhould ever declare againſt Authority with an 
| Reſerve or Limitation, is a Queſtion which I cannot 
_ reſolve, without ſuppoſinga ſort of Policy, and cautious 
Dealing, whichTam very loath to ſuſpect in a Chriſtian, | 
much leſs in a Biſhop of the Church. Whether his 2 
Lordſhip has not given us too much Reaſon to ſuſpect © 


this of him, will be ſeen in going along. In the mean 


time, I conclude that his Lordſhip has in general Terms 


he 
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denied all Authority to the Church; and gow whether | 
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he has not alſo denied it in every particular Inſtance of 
Authority, I ſhall proceed to examine 


O the Authority of the Church to interpret Old Laws. 


KO - 


„5 © Biſhop of Banger: ee 
„ I Have ſpoken only againſt Interpreters, to whom 
1- 1 Chriſtians are abſolutely obliged to ſubmit ; and no 
27 ſuch Conſequence can juſtly be fixed: upon this, as if 1 
bad pleaded againſt all Interpretation of the Laws of 
XZ Chriſt, or all Attempts towards it, 4s the Committee 
, 7 ſeem to have inferrd. Anſwer to the Repreſentation, 
bo TS ec 
Upon this Point his Lordſhip has always expreſſed 
of 1 himſelf with great Clearneſs. Interpreters are not ſo 
much as once ſpoken of throughout his whole Sermon, 
9 without expreſly limiting their Authority by this 
'r- _ Reſtriction, Chriſt (ſays he) has left behind bim——no 
ve Interpreters upon whom his Subjects are abſolutely to de- 
er dend, p. 11. If —any—abſolute—Anutbority——for—— 
interpreting Old Laws — were lodged in any Men upon 
a- _ Earth; the Conſequence would be, that phat ſtill retains 
= the Name of the Church of Chrift, would not be the King- 
r dom of Chriſt, p. 12. Whoever bath an abſolute Aut ho- 
rity to interpret any written or ſpoken Law, it is he who 
is truly Lawgiver, Ibid. If an abſolute Authority be 
„ once lodged with Men under the Notion of Interpreters, 
an. 4 they then become Legiſlators, p. 13. If they have—Power 
bis interpreting— Lam. in ſuch a Senſe that Chriſt- 
dect lans ſhall be indiſpenſably and abſolutely obliged ro Þ} 
"an bey — then the Kingdom in which they Rule, is not the |} 
Kingdom / Chriſt, but of themſelves, p. 15. Again,.no 
2 one——hath Authority — to impoſe a Senſe upon the old 
„ pw oe” 


A 


—ͤ——̃ — . — 2 —— — — — — 
R p 


— — — 
232329 jp U——! 5 2 ĩ⅛²]7—? — — 


gi OY” ws 
1 heſe are all the Places in the Sermon where there 
is any mention made of interpreting the Laws of Chriſt. 
From whence we may plainly gather what that Autho- 
_ - tity is, which his Lordſhip has there denied to Inter- 
preters, viz. That it is ſuch an Authority as implies 
under it a Power of impoſing any particular Senſe upon 
W + Chriſt's Laws, or of fing and determinin their 
Meaning ſo as that others ſhall be bound to ſtand to their 
' Interpretations. Now this is the very ſame thing with 
ſaying (as his Lordſhip now does) that there are no 
Interpreters to whom Chriſtians are abſolutely obliged to 
ſubmit 5 and therefore if it be true that the Commirrte 
have cenſured him as pleading againſt al Interpretation 
of the Laws of Chriſt, i. e. (for ſo his Lordſhip ſeems 
1 to explain himſelf) againſt al! Attempts of Endeavours 
towards interpreting them; it muſt be owned that their 
wn  Cenſure as to this particular is very unjuſt. 
But before I proceed to examine this Point, I muſt 
take notice, that tho' his Lordſhip has in his Sermon 
denied zo Authority of interpreting but an abſolute Au- fr 
thority; yet now in his Anſwer to the Repreſentation, 
he has denied al! Authority. For as to the Apoſtles, he i 
ſays, that they (2) were ſo far from being abſolute In- 
terpreters, that they were not at all, in any proper S 2 1 
Interpreters of Chriſt's Laws, nor did ever claim to them-„ 
ſelves the Priviledge of interpreting, as belonging to 
tzhem in Diſt inction from the meaneſt Layman to whom they pr 
pre ached the Goſpel. Now if it be true that the Apoſtles ne 
. Themſelves had zo Authority to interpret Chriſt's Laws, 
it is manifeſt that the Church after them can have none. Ae 
Ido not intend to diſpute this Point with his Lordſhip; 
for whatever may be ſaid as to the Apoſtles who were 
- Perſons aſſiſted by a Divine infallible Spirit, I am, ſo . 
far as relates to the Church in general, of his Lordſhip's 
Opinion, that ſhe: hath 20 Authority t interpret the 5 
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. Laws of Chriſt. The Church of England claims no 
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2 ch Authority? The Commitree have claimed none, and 
t. tit is I think very certain that none can (in reaſon) be 
- elaimed by any Man or Number of Men whatſoever. 
„A pPower of fixing or determining the Senfe and Mean- 
'S Zing of Chriſt's Laws, ſo as that others ſhall be bound to 
n tand by-thoſe Determinations, cannot be in any Man 
or Number of Men not directed by an infallible Spirit; 
becauſe if ſuch a Power were lodged in any fallible 
Man or Men, it would then be in the Power of Aan to 
Slte# the Laws of Chriſt, as he or they ſhould think 
Ft. But an Authority to interpret the Laws of Chriſt, 
Fhether the Word Abſolute be added or not, implies 
uch a Power as this, becauſe if I am not obliged to 
rand to the Interpretations of another, any farther 
han thoſe Interpretations appear to me to be 7 and 


a, wholly by my own judgment, and not at all by bis, 
uit Fyhich is in other Words to ſay, that he hath no Au 
hority. His Lordſhip therefore, if he had pleaſed, 
u- might very well have ſpared his Abſolarely's when 
on, Apeaking of Interpreters; and if he had thfown them in 
he as plentifully upon ſome other Occaſions, where they 
were more needful to be put in, we might poſſibly 
Have well enough underſtood his Meaning. But as it 
Is, I confeſs 1 do not fee how his uſe of that Word 
to Fan at all help to direct us to it. For he that can in 
they ne Inſtance make uſe of a Word which yet he means 
ſtles gothing at all by, may as well do it in any other. 
WS, I ſhall have Occaſion to apply this Obſervation more 
me. particularly afterwards; and therefore, to proceed 
nlp; ow to the Matter in Hand. Although the Church 
Mth % Authority to interpret the Laws of Chtiſt, yet 
n Mme my and ought to endeavour to interpret them, i. e. 
hip's The Governours of the Church are particularly em- 
the pawer'd by Ohriſt to offer their Explications of the 
S no Senſe and Meaning of his Laws to the People, who are 
— diligently and humbly to attend upon their Inſtructi- 
bons. I do not find that his Lordſhip hath any where 
Wenied this, andcherefore as 5 ſaid before, if the Com- 
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(i.. e. of the Church now in being) whick he has denied 


6% 


Mitte have cenſured him as denying it, their Cenfure « | 1 
to this Particular muſt be very unjuſt. But for my 
part, I cannot preceive that what his Lordſhip has ſaid | 6 
in relation to Interpreters, was made any part of the 
Charge againſt him, any farther than as it was ſuppoſ- 
ed to affect the Sacred Writers. If we may believe thjge 
Reverend the Dean of Chicheſter, it certainly was not. 
(*) The Repreſentation, ſays he, has but onde mentioned 
Interpreting the Laws of Chrift, and then only with re. 
gard to the | Apoltles. - His Lordſhip, 1 Know, would b 
fain perſwade vs that Dr. Sherlock did not underſtand 1 
the Deſign of the Committee, which thoſe may beliere 
who can. As to my ſelf, I have ſo juſt an Opinion bot 
of the Abilities and Conduct of that great Man, that 
I ſhould fooner rely upon his Teſtimony. concerning 
any Deſign that he himfelf was perſonally engaged in, 
than vpon Five hundred Conjectures againſt it, tho 
they were ſupported by much better Arguments than L 
_ Thoſe by which his Lordſhip has endeavoured to "i 1 
port his. For let us but examine thoſe reaſons. He 
Fays firſt, That (o) they (the Committee) have left in the 
- firſt Paſſage i which they cenſure, theſe Words, No in- " 8 
terpreters upon whom Chrift*s Subjects are e, 1 
to depend” ; and in the Second Paſſa ge theſe Mord, c to $, 
impoſe a Senſe upon the Old Tams 5 which is very 
true. But if his Lordſhip would infer any thing from | 
hence pertinent to the Matter we are upon, it mould 
be, I think, that the Committee have charged him with C1 
pieading againſt (not all. interpreting, or all Attempts | 4 | ? 
towards interpreting; but againſt) an Authority in the ? 
Church to interpret the Laws of Chriſt. But even this 
cannot be inferred by any good Conſequence, unlefs it | 
be neceſſary to ſuppoſe that the Committee has cenſur- 85 
ed his Lordſhip as denying every thing of the Church, 
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45 cited from his Sermon. But as this is by no means 
Ny neceſſary to be ſuppoſed, ſo the learned and reverend 
aid Divine above mentioned; aſſures us that it actually was 
© "Mot their Deſign. (p) The Repreſentation, ſays he, has 

produced out of bis Lordſhip's Sermon ſome” Paſſages, 
phere the  Dotrines which ure conceived to ſubvert. the 
Povern ment of the Church, and thoſe relating to abſolute 


© Authority are mixed together. The Committee fix their 
re. arge upon the former, and added to prevent Mi- 
uld ales, ſhort Obſervations! of their own, which were in- 
and Jided to point to the thing they found fault with. His 
eve Fprdſhip may if he pleaſes tell Dr. Sherlock that this 


I would beg of his Lordſhip to conſider what. 
etched Work muſt be made, if we will ſuppoſe 
"Mat the Committee found even any Fault at all, with 
this gffery thing which they have cited out of his Sermon, 
it For to give an Inſtance. His Lordſhip has ſaid in his 
ur- Sermon, that the Church is a Kingdom, in which 


reh, Ghriſt is King; and thoſe Words ſtand quoted in the 


med Art Paſſage produced in the Kepreſentation. Will 
nave Is Lordſhip now argue from hence, that thoſe Words 
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1 are nr by 1 bree ? Why. then he _ 
. wake the Committee aſſirm that Chriſe is not King i m 
the Church, i. e. in his gun Kingdom. But Bis 4 1 F 
| ſhip ſaw the Wetter of fathering upon the me 3 
tee ſuch an Abſurdity as this, and therefore has in 
= #effet-own'd that theſe Words were not ſet down 
= with an Intention to ind fault with them; but only (| 
as an Introduttion to What followed afterwards. / 81 3 
This, ſays he, I ſuppoſe is at leaſt unconteſtable to Chri- | * 
ſtians. I wiſkh his Lordſhip had been determined to 
proceed every where with the like Impartiality, and 4 
then he would have ſpared one Complaint at leaſt, 
which, were there any juſt Ground for it, Would 9 
very highty refle& upon the Honour of the Commit- 8 
tee. The Committee had cited his Lordſhip as affirm- 1 | 
ing that the Fund ions of Chriſt's Laws are not the Re- 
wards of this World; not the Offices or Glories of this 5 . 
Stats ; not the Pains of Priſons, Baniſhments, Pines, o 
any lee. and more moderate Penalties; ay not the 7 N 
much leſſer negative Difcour agements that belong to Fu- 
man Society. ercupon his Lordfhip breaks out with 
great Aſtoniſhment. {r) Here indeed I confeſs my 7 i 
ar. @ loſs what to ſay to Chriſtians aud Divines. For #0 
: 25 Matter of 0 Fra | ſo evident in the Goſpel, is not plain 4 
and unblameable in their 5555 hat can I think of, &c! 3 
My Lord, I intreat your Patience for a Moment. 3 
J 4 Anders which ou are To much at a los to find, 4 
18 ready at hñand. The Committee own the Fact, but 4 
they like not the DS Levis which you are peel 1 
to dra 55 that Fack. Chriſt, ſay you, annexed no 
Worldly Sauftions to his Laut: Very true; but what 9 of 
follows? why, that therefore it is unlawful for the 3 
| Civil, Magiſtrate to add Worldly Sanctions, i. e. to . 
encourage Religion, my bene the contrary © Jt 
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by Temporal Methods. This, my Lord, is the Con- F 
ſequence which you would draw from that Piece of i J 
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ld that the Committee haue found uo fault with theſe 
1it- Words, for I ſhall. preſently ſhew-the contrary; and 


WE 


in order to this, and to the clearing up of the whole 
- 7 Matter, I ſhall conſider what the Committee have {aid 
in their Obſervations concerning Iaterpreter sn. 


In the 3 firſt Obſervations every one knows there is 
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denying to any all interpreting, or all Attempts towards ] 
interpreting, as his Lordſhip ſuppoſes. ' 24), The 
mrerpreting here mentioned, and which they ſuppoſe 
his Lordſhip has denied to the 3 as well as others, 
zs not all interpreting, but an Authority to interpret, as 
is evident from their own expreſs Words at the end 
of the Obſervation, Hi, Lordſhip, fay they, has left 
m only this Choice, either to deny their (the Apoſtles) 7 
AUTHORITY tointerpret the Laws of Chriſt, or ro 
charge them with ſetting up for themſelves in Oppoſit ion 
to their Maſter.  3dly, Dr. Sherlock expreſly tells us, 
that the interpreting which the Committee have cenſur- 
ed his Lordſhip as excluding the Apoſtles from, is inter - 
[} preting with Authority. His. Lordſhip, (t) fays he, 
would be glad to have the World about him think, that | 
the whole Controverſy is about Authority to interpret, 
aud impoſe Laws abſolutely——But here his Lordſhiy 
Feb, without an Adverſary———The Repreſentation has 
8 but once mentioned the jnterpreting the Laws of Chriſt, FP 
and then only mith reſpect to the Apoltles of Chriſt, who 
upon his Lordſhip's Principles, are equally with others 
excluded this AVT HORIT Yof interpreting. Had 
his. Lordſhip therefore had a Mind to have argued at all 
pertinently, he ſhould have ſaid (as Lhave before ob- 
 f#erved) that the Committee had cenſured him as de- 
 Nying. to others, as well as to the Apoſtles, an 
Authority to interpret. But Dr. Sherlock has aſſured 
kim that they have no Controverſy with him upon 
this Point, but with reſpect to the Apoſtles only. And 
| Wis certain, that the manner in which the Committee 
ave here expreſſed themſelves, does not in the leaſt 
argue the contrary.” For the Committee might. very 
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conſiſtently with Propriety of Speech ſay, That his 

_ Lordfhip had excluded the Apoſtles as well 'as others, 
from an Authority to interpret, when yet the only © 
thing they thought blameable, was, that he had ex- 


4d i 1 4 


— 8 ” we 
W 


K 


4 n — * : 1 
þ A 20 i 
VA Fes 4D . eee, eee CE I red. Mira , oy 
| 7 . . 
* * 

e N us 
R 2 

. : $ 


y 7 FY? 


And 
"» 


* 8 


a MIT 5 N $4 , f ; 
94 oc 7 ' ; - 4 E . > ” 
\ . A bo |” He k 
5 e 8 N F 9 F ' : v 
3 ae. 0 . 5 
/ g „ 8 * GS, 
* 8 5 _— © 2 N 
4 oe 2 | | 
« 27 ; 


* 


eludled the Apoſtles. If indeed the Committee had (ai 
bat his Lordſhip has made them to ſay, the Caſe 
had been otherwiſe. For ſpeaking of this very Plate, 
be ſays of the Committee, that (0 thiy ſeem to refer to 
ni as 4 Point plain from the 17 5% Paſſages, and one 
3 Subject of Complaint, that thoſe l 5 es exclude others, 
if not: he Apoſtles themſelves, from interpreting the Laws 
| of Chriſt. It has been very frequently a Subject of Com- 
plant with his Lordſhip, that his Adverſaries have not 
Put in cheirs, and then argued againſt him as they 
Fileaſed. But I appeal even to his Friends, whether 
be moſt unfair Adverſary that ever yet engaged with 
is Lordſhip, has ever given him a more juft Occaſion 
For. ſuch a Complaint, than he has now given the Com- 
nittee. That which the Committee refer to, as a Point 
plain from the foregoing Paſſages, compared with the 
Paſſage they are going to cite, is, that his Lordſhip 
pas excluded the Apoſtles, as well as others, from inter- 
Preting. That which his Lordſhip fays they refer to 
Is a Point plain, is, That he has excluded others, if not 
be Apoſtles, and thus he perpetually repreſents their 
Meaning. But do. theſe two Sentences convey the 
game Ideas? Is it the ſame thing to ſay that rhe Apoſtles 
re excluded from interpreting as well as others, and 
80. ſay. that others are excluded from interpreting, if 
Pot the Apoſtles? It is notorious that it is not. For 
the former way of ſpeaking ſuppoſes it plain that he 
Hpoſtles and others are equally excluded; whereas the 
tter ſuppoſes it only plain that ozbers are excluded, 
ind exprelles ſome Doubt whether the Apoſtles are ex- 
ry Wuded or not. Again; this latter way of ſpeaking 
his rows the whole Sereſs of the Charge upon this, that 
vs is Lordſhip had | excluded others, and ſo makes tlie 
al xy Her vation of the Committee, which was * 


le to prove that he had excluded che Apoſtles, doun- 
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. 1 ry about to 


ie aner "cnt ths ae "Pg it "TY 
on this, that be had ecluded the Apoſtles, and 4 
5 Wo obſerved jult now) leaves it alropether untleterm 
| 1 becher they think that he W e be bland we fol | = 1 
2 f. others gr not. ben | 
1 uth of the Matter therefore is this. The | E | 
1 mittee have not ſpoke one Word about iMterpr ers 4 | 
—_— 8 e gnifying thereby an Artimpt towards interprets ME 1 
| ih opt. inter] reting with fanny | | 
1 Hat. no Bore 5 orice, This 5 of interprering | * 
_ they. ſuppoſe. 7 thc Apoſtles had, Ae cenſure 
 _ Lordſhip. as denyiti g it te them, and to them . ; 
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ing all Interpretation to Men, by producing Paſſages 
X which do plainly and evidently telate only to inter- 
preting with Authority? Had thoſe Reverend Gentle- 
+ X men been capable of fo much Diſhoneſty, they would 
ia ſuch a Caſe have certainly had the Policy to have 
e © flipt thoſe Paſlages, and argued from ſome general 
« BE Expreſſions; rather than by ſerting them down, inſtant- 
ly to' proclaim their own foul Dealing. So that their 
leaving in thoſe Words is ſo far from being an Argu- 
ment that the Committee intended any ſuch Charge 
is ___&gainft his Lordſhip, as he fays they did, that it proves 
hat they neither did nor could intend it, and conſe 
*Hueatly his Lordſhip is not juſt even in his Complaints 
pf Injuſtice. Now if in the next place it be conſidered, 
that the Deſign of the Committee was to charge and 
cenſure his Lordſhip as denying to the Apoſtles an Au- 
XX bority to interpret, there will be {till a better reaſon 
=xvhy the Words before mentioned ought not to have 
Þeen left out. For his Lordſhip, I preſume, will not 
ſay, that the Meaning of the Committee would have 
been better explained, and more Juſtice done to him by 
leaving out thoſe very Words, which contained, in 
ot their Opinion, the very Propoſition they found fault 
$a ZFvith, and which they intended afterwards to cenſure: 


o Whether the Apoſtles had or had not any Authority 
bye do interpret the Laws of Chriſt, or whether it can 
ine fnuſtly be inferred from any Paſſage in his Lordſhip's 
was crmor, that they had not ſuch an Authority, I ſhall 
Fave to be diſputed between his Lordſhip and the 
apt. 3 ( ommittee. Manifeſt it is that the Committee have ſu p- 
'ble Poſed ſuch an Authority in the Apoſtles, and that his 
eſs Tordſhip has excluded them from this Authority, and 
bers fiat this was the Fault, and the ozly Fault, which 
1d dbey have found with thoſe Paſſages in his Lordſhip's 
to Lermon which relate to Interpreters, Here is therefore 
of in this Point (excepting only the Cafe of the Apoſtles) 
perfect Agreement between his Lordſhip and the 
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— (committee. For as on the one hand the Committee 
fave not pretended that the Church now has any 444 
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1 "Roy | 
t hority to interpret the Laws of Chriſt, ſo as that o- 
thers ſhall be bound to ſtand to her Interpretation: 
So on the other hand his Lordſhip will not deny, nor 
have the Committee cenſured him as denying, that the 
Governobrs of the Church ought, according to the 
beſt of their Abilities, to explain Chriſt's Laws to the 
People, and that the People are in Conſcience bound 
particularly to attend upon their Inſtructions, and to 
receive them fo far as they find them to be agreeable 7 
to the Will of Chriſt. There is no Medium between 
| theſe two Methods; and therefore 1 agree with his 
Lordſhip, that he is (x) freed from the whole 50 55 


1 
1 


faying any thing but what ought to be ſaid againſt tbe 
Authority of interpreting Scripture (fo far I mean as 
it concerns the Church in all Ages) if it may properly 
be ſaid that a Man is freed from the Charge of ſaying that, 
with which in Truth he was zever charged, 
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Of the Authority of the Charth to male new Laws, 
| Biſhop of Bangor. = 


1 Fby an Authority to act for him (Chriſt) you mean 

5 an abſolute Authority to make new Laws relating 
to the Eternal Salvation of Chriſtians, and binding their # 
_ Conſcience abſolutely, I do indeed maintain that he hath 5 
left no ſuch abſolute Authority in any Man or Men Bur ; 
of you mean any thing elſe by an Authority to att for him, .* 
yon know I have expreſſed no more againſt it than you. "x 
Anſwer to Dr. Snape, p. 20, 21. In the Caſe of im- 
| poſed Terms of Communion, 7 have declared againſt * 
not hing but the abſolute indiſpenſable Obligation of Fr 
_ Chriſtians to ſubmit to them, right or wrong, without ex- E's . 
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XZ mining whether they be agreeable to Chriſt's Will or not: 
bid. p. 37. I any one will infer — that I argue againſt 
24 Right of appointed Time, Place, or Ceremonies, re- 
laing to religious Worſhip,-——1. anſwer, that I not 
* > only do not own ſuch Conſequences, but I really do not ſee 
1. Ibid. p.44. c 
e That Authority of Legiſlation, and that only, which 
n his Lordſhip affirms in theſe Paſſages, that Chriſt hath 
is not left with any Man or Men, you ſee is ſuch an Au- 
pf thority of impoſing Laws, as obliges Chriſtians to ſub- 
mit to thoſe Laws abſolutely, or without examining, firſt 
as pf all, whether what is commanded thereby be agree- 
able, or not agreeable, to the Will of Chriſt, 5. e. whe- 
ther they contradict or do not contradit any Law or 
Precept contained in the Goſpel. I have already ob- 
ſerved under the firſt Head, that /zch an Authority 
neither is nor ever was claimed by Proreſtants, and 
that therefore this never was nor can be a Matter of 
Debate between his Lordſhip and his Adver ſaries, and 
v5, particularly not between his Lordſhip and the Com- 
 Mnittee, What | have now to add is this: That the 
Legiſtative Authority claimed by the Church of England, 
qs a Right or Power of making Laws in indifferent Mat- 
Nb 2Fres only, i. e. in Matters left undetermined by Chriſt, 
pr in Matters concerning which nothing is by him 
heir either commanded or forbidden. Of this ſort is the 
ath 3 me when, the Place where, the Manner how, the pub; 
1 ick Worſhip of God is to be performed, and ſome o- 
im, Fer Matters of the like nature. Concerning theſe 
%, pings the Goſpel, I ſay, has determined nothing 
im particularly, and yet it is very expedient, and eyen 
ainſt gneceſſary, that ſometbing ſhould be determined for 
2 of the Sake of that Order and Decency, which the Scrip- 
e ture recommends; and which Reaſon tells us ought to 
— be preſerved in every Chriſtian Society, 
_—_ Now this Right of appoint ing Time, Place, and Cere- 
Fes, relating to religious Worſhip, his Lordſhip 
ining i Tecra T3 —- declares - 
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declares in the laſt of the above cited Paſſages, that 
he does not argue againſt, i. e. I ſuppoſe that he does 
not deny. But to whom is it that he does not deny this 
Right? To the Church? Why ſo one might indeed 
reaſonably ſuppoſe. But by the Manner of his Lord- RF : 
' ſhip's expreſſing himſelf, there ſeems to he more reaſon | ; 
to conclude his Meaning to be, that he denies it not 
to the Civil Magiſtrate. If, ſays he, any one WILL. 
INFER FROM HENCE that I argue againſt all Right 
F appointing. This Paſſage you ſee was added as a Cau- 
tion, to prevent his Reader from drawing a wrong 
* Inference from what he had been ſpeaking of. And 
what was it that his Lordſhip had been ſpeaking of? 
Why, he had for about four Pages before ſucceſſively 
to this very place been arguing, that the Cvil Mas ͥ 
giſtrate has no bo gi to add Temporal Sanctions to the 
Laws of Chriſt. It muſt therefore be with reſpet ta 
the Civil Magiſtrate that his Lordſhip affirms, that he 
does not argue againſt a Right of appointing Time, Place, 
and Ceremonies, relating to religious Worſhip, becauſe . 
elſe his Caution will be 1mpertinent; for his Lordſhip 
cuould not ſuppoſe that from his ſaying that the Civ N 
Magiſtrate has no Right to add Temporal Sanctions tothe U 
Laws of Chrift, any one ſhould be in danger of con- pr 
cluding that he had argucd againſt a Right in the 
Church to appoint Ceremonies, And indeed thoſe who . 
conſider how wonderfully complaiſant his Lordſhip has 
of late been to the Civil Magiſtrate in ſome other ln 
| ſtances, will find it no hard Matter to believe that it 
is his Lordſhip's real Opinion, that whatever Right 
there is in Mer to appornt Ceremonies, and other indif- ® 
ferent Matters in Religion, it is in the Civil Magiſtrate, 
and not in the Church. But I ſhall make no farther ®* 
Enquiries into this Matter. Either his Lordſhip will 
own this Right to be in the Church, or he will not. If 
the latter, he even now denies to the Church a! # 
Legiſlative Authority. If the former, he grants her nl 
| | - . MINE | ; . „ | 
| as much Authority in this reſpe& as we deſire him toto 
tant her; and ſo we are agreed alſo upon this Part eie 
ee HHS: ot 5 = 
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But how well ſoever we may agree with his Lord- 
_ _ . . of ' 247 | 

$ = fhip with reſpect to what he has ſaid in theſe Paſſages, 

is I fear that when we come to examine what he has ſaid 

d in his Sermon, we ſhall find too much reaſon to differ 

. 

n 


with him. For there we are told that Chriſt himſelf 
n 5s the ſole La wgiver to his Subject. in the Affairs of 
5t cConſcience and Eternal Salvation, p. 11. That it is 
L * eſſential to it (the Church) that Chriſt himſelf be the 
ht ſole Lawgiver in all Points relating to the Favour or 
u- Diſpieaſure of Almighty God. That all his Subjefts 
0 re equally Subjects to him, and that none of them 
d 


more than another hath Authority — to make new 
1 aws — in Matters relating purely to Conſcience or Sal- 
vation. That the Notion of the Church's being the 
Veingdom of Chriſt, doth abſolutely exclude all other 
Legiſlators in Matters relating to Conſcience or the 
Favor of God. And that the Church cannot be Chriſt's 
Kingdom, F any mortal Men bave ſuch a Power of 
Legiſlation, p. 16. Theſe, as every one knows, are his 
> Lordſhip's own Words, which I doubt ſound very 
hip Uifferently in the Ears of moſt Men, from theſe, No 
vil Man has ſuch an Authority of impoling Laws, as that 
hriſtians ſhall be obliged to ſubmit to thoſe Laws, right 
per wrong, without examining whether what is enjoined 
hereby be agreeable to the Will of Chriſt. For in theſe. 
> Faſllages his Lordſhip has declared abſolutely, that 
There are o other Lawgivers in the Affairs of Con- 
eience or Salvation, z. e. in the Affairs of Religion, 
ut Chriſt. Now if this be true, it ſeems plain that 
Ihe Church hath not only 2 Authority to make new 
"Faws abſolutely, but 20 Authority to make any new 
VCC 
l can think of but t 
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made by an Anthority derived from Chriſt (as the Au- 
thority of the Church is acknowledged to be) are pro- 
perly Chriſt's Laws, and that therefore whatever 
Authority of making Laws is exerciſed by the Church, 
Chriſt is ſtill properly ſole Legiſlator. The former of 3 
theſe two Methods his Lordſhip has actually attempt: 
ea, but (as I have already ſhewn) with ſuch bad Suc- 
ceſs, that he has been forced to give us ſuch a Notion 
of Affairs of Conſcience, as makes all that he has faid 7 
upon this Subject an entire Piece of — I will not ſay t 
what. Affairs of Conſcience, according to his Lord- 
ſhip, are manifeſtly ſuch Affairs as neither are nor can , 
be the Subject Matter of any Human Authority; ſo that =; 
it ſeems lis Lordſhip has al this while been labouring 
to prove, that no Man upon Earth has Authority to 8 
make Laws about ſuch Matters, about which it is in 
the nature of the thing impoſſible that any Man ſhould 
have Anthority to make Laws, and all this by way 1 * 
Inference from Chriſt's Prerogative! J will be ſo juſt to 7 
his Lordſhip as to aſſure him, that before he told me 
ſo, I never did think fo meanly of his Performance as 
to imagine this to be his Meaning, and I believe that | 
there is not that Perſon now living who underſtood 
him after this manner. And . | ſhould adviſe 
his Lordſhip to look out for ſome other Notion - of | 
Affairs of Conſcience, were I not ſenſible that any 
_ Notion he can poſſibly fix upon, will be as little to 
the Purpoſe. His Lordſhip may tell us again and a- 1 
gain if he pleaſes, that the Time, Place, and Circum- I 
ſtances of Religions Worſhip, are not Affairs of Religion ; 
but the World, I fancy, will ſtill believe that they 1 
are, becauſe they have been ever called by that Name, e 
He may tell us that no indifferent Matter in Religion 
is an Affair of Conſcience, but others will ſtill be e- 8% 
qually at liberty to ſay that they are, becauſe when n 
indifferent Things are once enjoined by lawful Autho- Þ 
rity, it becomes a Matter of Conſcience whether a Man 
complies with them or not. His Lordſhip therefore, 1 
1 en can hope for no Advantage "om this 7 
8 and 


8 x? __ — Seam —— * neue? " * — — — 1 — — 
— , 7—ra 7 ˙ m —⁰ ere ere) RO ..... 
5 
: * 1 a 5 


— — — rn 
— rag ———e —— 7 
—— —L—ᷣ— f — — 
4 · 8 


00 


and as to the ot her, it is ſo pitiful a one, that I promiſe 
my ſelf his Lordſhip will not make uſe of it. For, 
I. Tho' it be true that Laws made by an Authority 
derived from Chriſt, are properly Chriſt's Laws, yet 
they are not ſo properly Chriſt's Laws, but that they 
are alſo the Laws of thoſe by whom they are immedi- 

= ately enacted; which is evident, becauſe they become 
| Chriſt's Laws no otherwiſe than by being firſt of all 
heirs. Whether his Lordſhip will agree to this Poſi- 

tion, I cannot tell. There is a Paſſage in his Anſwer 
do Dr. Snape, which looks a little ſuſpicious. Cy) If, 
» Sys his Lordſhip (ſpeaking of Church Governours) 7 

t id their Inſtructions agreeable to the Will of Chriſt, 1 

Pbey them, Why ? Not becauſe of their Authority, bur 
Pecauſe of Chriſt's Authority: I obey him, not them. If 
His Lordſhip would have this referr'd to Interpreting 
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{ have ſhown) the Church has no Authority. But if he 
to Extends it any farther, I conceive. it is not. For 1 
ne Would beg of his Lordſhip to reſolve me this one 
as Queſtion. Whom do l obey by Kneeling at the Sacra- 
nat dent, or by reading the Book of Common Prayer? Do 
od Tobey Chriſt? Yes without doubt I do. But then 1 
riſe Wy withall, that | obey the Charch as well as Chriſt, 

of Pr rather that 1 obey Chriſt by obeying the Church, and 
any o otherwiſe ; For the Goſpel has left it indifferent, 
e to Whether I ear the Lord's Supper ſtanding or kneeling ; 

1 a- Whether I Pray by 4 Form or without a Form, and there- 
um- re whatever Obligation there lies upon me to do 
ien; ther, it mult ariſe from the Iaterpoſit ion of the Church. 
they Ido this therefore, becauſe of Chriſt's Authority, and 
ime, Neauſe of the Churches Authority, i. e. I do it becauſe 
gion 9 that Authority which Chriſt hath lodged in the Church, 

de e- And which ſhe exerciſes by Virtue of his Commiſſion. 
y hen Nou if there. be any in the Church, by whoſe Com- 


1tho- Wand others may be bound to do that which other- 
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only, what he ſays is true, becauſe in that Caſe (as 


Power, is, when there ariſes an Obligation to do any 


means they are ſo, which let them be what they will, 


3 of Sp eech to ſay, that Chriſt is the ſole Laugiver in 


ws WEE 


wiſe they would not be bound to do; there ate chen 
in the Church thoſe who are proper Legiſlators or 
Laugivers, becauſe the proper Notion of Legiſlative 


thing immediately from the Vill or Command of ano- 
ther. It matters not here to conſider how it comes 
to paſs, that thoſe Perſons have a Power of obliging 
others by their Commands; fot this is inquiring, 
not whether they be indeed Lawgivers, but by what 


it alters not the Caſe. If any one has this Power 
originally in himſelf, 7. e. independently of another, he 
is then originally or independently a Lawgiver. Tf he 
has it not in himſelf, but from another, tho' he is not 
originally or independently; yet ſo long as he has this 
Power, he is properly a Lawgiver. Upon Suppoſiti- 
on therefore, that Chriſt has given zo Men an Autho- 
rity to make Laws in any Affairs, Chriſt will indeed 
be ſole original or independent Lawgiver in his Church. 
But he will not be abſolutely ſole Lawgiver, becauſe 
be has appointed other Lawgivers under, or in Jubor- 
 dination to him: But 
- 2. Suppoſe that it were conſiſtent with Propriety 


his Church upon this Account, viz, becauſe All Au- 
thority which the Church has to make Laws, is de- 
rived from him, and that it is in this Senſe only, that 
his Lordſhip hath affirmed, that no Man hath Au- 
thority to make Laws in the Affairs of Conſcience, 
viz, That no Man hath this Authority in himſelf, ai 
or independently on Chrift. Upon this Suppofition, 
his Lordſhip will indeed be cleared from ſaying any 
thing but what ought to be ſaid ; but then he will &: 
be made to have taken a great deal of Pains, in op- 
poſing a Doctrine which no Body maintains. For WW» 
who ever taught or imagined that the Church had t 
any Authority in herſelf, or independently on Chriſt ! 
ö Bebdes, this Plea i is inconfiſtent with his Lordſbip's 
own 
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© own Defence: he is charged with denying to the 
Church a/ Authority to make neu Laws. Hereups. 

on he declares that he hath, oppoſed no Authority, 
but an abſo/ute Authority: But could he have plead - 
ed this, if by ſaying that no Man bath Authority to 
make Laws in the Affairs of Conſcience, he had 
meant that no Man hath independently on Chriſt an 
Authority to make Laws? It is manifeſt that he 
could not; for it is certain, and his Lordſhip will 
doubtleſs own, that independently on Chriſt, there is 
in any Man, or Men, not only no abſolute Autho- 
rity to make Laws in the Affairs of Conſcience, but 


* * 
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It is evident then, that his Lordſhip by ſaying 

that no Man hath Authority to make new Laws, muſt 

mean that Chrift hath given no Man Authority to 


make new Laws; and this the very manner by which 
d his Lordſhip hath every where expreſſed himſelf, 
h. does alone ſufficiently ſhew. Chriſt, ſays he, hath 
ſe Left behind him no Authority. He hath not lodged in 
;- any Man or Men ſuch Authority, Cc; which 
Terms do naturally import a Derivation of Power 
ty from Chriſt. Now ſeeing his Lordſhip hath denied 
in this Authority to Men, with reſpe& to ALL Affairs 
u- of Conſcience. or Religion, and ſeeing thoſe indifferent 
e- Matters in Religion about which the Chureh muſt 
at have Authority to make Laws, or ſhe can have no 
u- Authority at all to make Laws, are, as has been 
ce; Whewn, according to all common Conſtruction, Af= 


airs of that Kind, it plainly follows that his Lordſhip 
hath in theſe Paſlages denied to the Church, not 
only an abſolute legiſlative Authority, but all legiſla= 
ie Authority whatſoever. © | 
There is one Paſſage more in his Lordſhip's Ser- 
non, which I think will ſerve inſtead of many, and 
hat is to be met with p. 12. H#/hoever can add new 
Laus to thoſe of Chriſt, equally obligatory, is as truly 4 
Wing as Chriſt himſelf. fo theſe Words his 8 
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were enacted immediately by Chriſt; becauſe Circum- | 
ſtances may ſo happen, that Diſobedience to thoſe 8 
Laws, ſhall imply Difobedience zo Chriſt, For if 
Circumſtances can never ſo happen, that Diſobedi- | 
ence to Laws enacted by the Church, ſhall imply E 


not lodged in the Church any legiſſative Authority. 


' which be in g put, Diſobedience to Laws enacted by : 


CE 


| has nitnifeftly denied to the Church ſuch an Authority 


will empower her to make Laws which ſhall in any 


Caſe, or under any Citcumſtances, be equally obligatory 


with the Laws of Chriſt, I fay, in any Caſe, or under 


any Circumſtances, for the Propoſition you ſee is ani- 
ver ſal, and without any manner of Limitation. Now 
I think it is plain, even to Demonſtration, that ei- 
ther the Church muſt have an Authority to make 
Laws, which under ſome Circumſtances, ſhall be equal- 
Iy obligatory with the Laws of Chriſt, or that ſh has 
no Authority to make any Laws al, For whatever 
Authority the Church has, is derived from Chriſt ; 
conſequently . Circumſtances may ſo happen, that 
thoſe Laws which ſhe enacts by Virtue of that Au- 


thority, ſhall oblige as much, as if thoſe ſame Laws | 
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Diſobedience to Chriſt, it is manifeſt that Chriſt hath | 


But what, you will ask, are thoſe Circumſtances an 


the Church, will imply Diſobedience to Chriſt? I 
anſwer; thoſe very ſame Circumſtances, and no 0- . 
ther than thoſe, which muſt concur to render any 
Laws enacted by Men obligatory. Theſe Circumſtan- 
ces are, 1. That the Sub; fs either do nnderſtand, | 
or are capable of Achring themſelves rightly, Who 
thole Perſons are, who are ſet over them as Legifla- . 


not their. own. Faul: e that the Laws enacted 
= them are ſuch, as they are empower'd to enact 
by Virtue of that Authority that is lodged in them. F | 


; Without thefe Circumſtances, I ſay, no Laws made 
by Men can poſlibly obige; but with them Laws : 


made by the Church, as well as all other 4 * 
ade 


1 
made by Men, muſt oblige, if the Church has any 
Authority to make Laws at al, and that equally with 


Laws enacted by Chriſt immediately. 
do at all oblige, is owing to Chriſt's Authority; now 
if theſe Laws do oblige by Virtue of Chriſt's Aut ho- 


Authority, 4 0 
H ad his Lordſhip ſaid no more than this, That 


whoever can add new Laws to thoſe of Chriſt, which 


Chriſt himſelf, his Aſſertion would then have been 


tween the Authority of Chriſt, and the Authority of 
the Church, which makes the one abſolute, and the 
other not fo. When once I am ſatisfied that CH 
has commanded any thing, I obey without delay : 

Becauſe Chriſt being Supreme Legiſlator, and conic- 


© ſufficient to induce an Obligation upon me to do 


it is not ſo with reſpe& to the Church. She recci- 
7 WE veth all her Legiſlative Authority from Chriſt, and 


Her Laws therefore muſt be compared with the ori- 


an) ginal Law of Chriſt, to ſee whether ſhe does not tranſ- 


an” Wh greſs the Bounds of that Authority which Chriſt hath. 
nd, rcpoſed in her. If I cannot gs my leſt of this, 
ho Mher Laws, tho, in themſelves, they be never ſa 
la- A Irightfully made, cannot poſſibly oblige me; but if 1 
. be gam, or may be ſatisfied of this, they certainly will, 


as much as any Law of Chriſt's on immediate Ap- 


bl ¶ Pointment; and therefore tha' it be true to ſay that 


xm Laws made by the Church, will not always oblige 
1290s much as che Laws of Chriſt, yet to ſay (as his 
aw Lordſhip hath in effect ſaid) that they never can, 1s 
_ F 2 uot 


For that they 


rity, to diſobey them, mult be to diſobey Chriſt's 


ſhall be always or to all Perſons upon whom they are 
impoſed, equally obligatory, he is as truly a King as 


true. For here indeed lies the main difference be- 


& quently there being no Laws ſuperior to his, by 
| which his Laws ought to be judged of, it muſt be 


any thing, barely ht Chriſt has commanded it. But 


| muſt therefore exerciſe it in Subordinatiou to Chriſt, 
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Lordſhip intended to deny to the Church no other 


fore obſerved, his Lordſhip might very conſiſtently 
affirm at one time that the Church hath no Authori- 


rity. Theſe two Propoſitions are ſo far from being 
contradictory, that if the former be true, the latter | 
muſt neceſſarily be ſo too. I grant indeed, that if 
this be the Caſe, his Lordſhip's Limitation will be | 


| becauſe, as I have ſhewn, his Lordſhip has uſed the 
_ ſame Limitation when ſpeaking of Interpreters, in 
Which Inſtance it is notorious that nothing either 
upon Conjectures? I will give you a plain and de- 
ſtance did mean nothing at all by this Limitation, and 
that is, that he has in his Sermon denied to any of | 
Chriſt's Subjects Authority to add to the Laws of 


A his (Chriſt's) Subjects are equally his Subjetts, and I 


„ 
f 


not true, nor can be maintained as ſuch, without de- 


nying that the Church hath any Authority. 6 
By this time therefore I think it is manifeſt that 
his Lordſhip hath in his Sermon denied to the Church 


all Authority of making Laws. I am very well aware 


that he does there in ſome places argue againſt an 
abſolute Authority to make new Laws, againſt a Power 


of adding Laws in ſuch a Senſe, as that Chriſtians ha 
be indiſpenſably and abſolutely obliged to obey thoſe 
Laws. But if any one will infer from hence that his 
Legiſlative Authority, but an abſolute Legiſlative 
Authority, he may be deceived. For, as J have be- 


ty, and at another that ſhe hath no abſolute' Autho- 
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utterly inſignificant. But this can be no Objection, 
was or could be intended by it. But why do I build 


monſtrative Proof that his Lordſhip in this very In- 


Chriſt, without this Limitation. His Words are theſe: a. 


es ſuch equally without Authority to alter, to add to, or 27 


to interpret his Laws, ſo as to claim the abſolute Sub- C 
miſſion of others to ſuch Interpretation, p. 39. This wn 
Paſſage is very remarkable upon ſeveral! Accounts wi 


As, 1. That the Paragraph in which it ſtands is af F. 


Recapitulation of the whole Sermon, and conſequent- 


— 
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ly that his Lordſhip muſt here be ſuppoſed 1 to have 
expreſſed his Meaning in every Particular mention- 


: ed, with the greateſt Care and Exactneſs. 2. That 

1 he here ſpeaks of Laws univerſally, or in general, and 

: not of Laws in relation to Affairs of Conſcience, Re- 

1 Tigion, or Salvation. 3: That the Subjects of Chriſt 

Y are declared to have no more Authority to add to 
the Laws of Chriſt, than they have 20 alter them. For, 
ſe There is no Limitation mentioned, but only with 1 
is reſpect to Interpretation, which yet it was both eaſy 
rand natural for him to have mentioned, as well witn 

e rxreſpect to making Laws, if he had thought that what 19 
ehe ſaid upon that Point ought to be ſubjected to any 

ly Limitation. What others may think of this I cannot 

1- tell, but to me it is ſo flagrant a Proof how much his 

o- i Lordſhip has played with Words throughout this 

ng 8 whole Controverſy, that I ſhall take the Courage to 

er aſſure him once for all, that henceforward I never 
if hall in ay Cale on to uch Limitations more. 

be 2 3 „ 
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her Of the Authority of the C burch to jules "— ure, 

11d BY and puniſh. 

de- | Þ 195 

In Bi 0 angor. 
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y of * E Aurhority which I demy to any Men, ts ſuch p 

s of | an Authority to judge, cenſure, or puniſh, —— 

eſe: as implies in it an Authority to make Decifions, which 


and : ſhall affect the State of Chriſt's Subjects with reſpect to 


o, 0! 8 the Favour of God. Anſwer to the Repreſentation, 5 
Sub- Chap. I. Set. 6. p. 38. I have oppoſed no Authority, 
the Declarations of 
unts.M which are made to affect Men's Eſtate with regard t to the 


This unleſs it. be an Authority - 


is a Fayour of God. Bid. p. 29. 
lent- 
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Iſt, That as no Pr, 
tain that the Committee has not claimed to the Church 
ſuch an Authority in every reſpect of judging, cenſuring, 
ot puniſhing, as his Lordſhip oppoſes. For the Au- 
thority of judging, cenſuring, or puniſbing, which his 
| Lordſhip oppoſes, is ſuch an Authority as implies, 
that thoſe whom the Church judges, cenſures, or pu- 
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For the clear ſtating of the Point between his 


OTIS. » 


- * 


2 obſerved, : 


nene 


o Proteſtant does claim, ſo it is cer- 


niſbes, ſhall therefore be ſhut out of God's Favour ; or 


the Eternal Salvation of others ſhall depend upon her 
Judgment. This will be very plain from the follow- 
Ing Paſlages. (2) I deny — all ſuch Authority (of 


judging) as can oblige Almighty God to ratify any 


| Sentence in Heaven paſſed. here on Earth —— all ſuc / 
Authority as pretends to throw Men out of God's Fa- 
vour by the Determination or Excommunication of Men. 
Again, (a) A Judge in that Caſe (viz. with reſpe& to 
the Behaviour of- Chriſtians in Points relating to the 


Favour of God) is one by whoſe Sentence it is determi- 


ed whether a Man ſhall enjoy the Tokens of God's Fa- 


your or Diſpleaſure. Thus our Saviour is Judge. He ts 


qualified to paſs Sentence — and upon his paſſing it the 
Man's Condition is determined irreverſibly. And thus 
be alone is Judge. For what I affirm of. him, I deny of 
others in the ſame Senſe in which I affirm it of him, 
aud in no other. The Authority of judging theretore 
— Which his Lordſhip now ſays he has denied, and does 
deny to the Church, is ſuch an Authority ozly as ſhall | 
_ oblige Almighty God to ratify her Sentence, or by the 
Sentence whereof a Man's Condition with reſpect to 


n 


(d Anſw. to the Repreſent. Chap. 1. SR. 9. P. 4. 
(s) Ibid, Sect. 2. p. 33. e 


the Favour of God ſhall be determined irreverfibly, 
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Now ſuch an Authority as this, I ſay, the Commit- 
tee have not claimed to the Church. They have in- 
deed (as it ſeems to me) ſuppoſed and cenſured his 


Lordſhip as deny ing that a judicial Sentence, when it f 


is rightly paſſed by the Church, does affect Men's 
Conditions with reſpect to the Favour of God. But 
they have not ſuppoſed that a judicial Sentence of the 
Church paſſed right or wrong has this effect; and con- 
fequently they have not ſuppoſed that God is obliged 
to execute (i. e. always to execute) her Sentence, or that 
Men's Conditions with reſpe& to the Favour of GO 
are thereby determined irreverſibly. The Paſſage up- 
on which I found my Judgment is Repreſ. p. 5. where 
the Committee having obſerved, concerning ſome pre- 
ceding Paſlages cited from his Lordſhip's Sermons 
that if the Doctrine contained in them be admitted of, 
| there neither is, nor has been fince our Saviour's Times 
= any Authority in the Chriſtian Church — not even in 


Lordſhip farther expreſſeth himſelf, p. 14. When 
= © they (i. e. any Men on Earth) make any of their 
to © own Declarations or Deciſions to concern and 
ae affect the State of Chriſt's Subjects with reſpe& 
i= e to the Favour of God, this is ſo far taking Chriſt's 
a- «© Kingdom out of his Hands.“ Mich Words 
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(proceed they) are not reſtrained to ſuch Deciſions as 
are inconſiſtent with the Do&rites of the Goſpel, as 
appears not only from the general manuer in which he 
hath expreſſed himſelf, but from his dirett Words, p. 15. 
« And whether they happen to agree with him, or 
4 to differ from him, as long as they ate — Judges 
e without any Interpoſition from Chriſt, either to 
= © guide or correct their Deciſions, they are Kings 
of this Kingdom, Cc. From this Paſlage it 
ſeems evident, /, That the Committee have cenſured 
his Lordſhip as denying (and therefore did ſuppoſe 
that it ought to be affirmed) that the State of Chriff's 
Subjects with reſpect to the Favour of God, may be 
es 1 Afected 


the Apoſtles themſelves; they add, to which effect his 7 


then, and then only, it is that ſuch a Sentence or De- 


WW thoſe Crimes upon the Account of which Men have 


n 


. 04) 
. affefled by the Declarations or Deciſſons of Men. Yet; 
2dly; It is no leſs evident that they have not cenſured 
his Lordſhip as denying (and conſequently did not 
ſuppoſe that it ought to be affirmed) that every De- 
claration or Deciſon of Men does affect the State of 
Chriſt's Subjects with regard to the Favour of God. 
For they blame his Lordſhip that he had not reftrain- 
el his Words to ſuch Decifions as are inconſiſtent with 
_ the Doftrines of the Goſpel ; which implies, that had 
he ſo reſtrained them, his Lordſhip would have de- 
nied no more than what in their Opinion ought to 
be denied. As this ſhews that the Committee are here 
ſpeaking of the Church in general, and not particu- 8 
larly of the Apoſtles (who to be ſure neither did nor 
could make any Deciſions inconfiſtent with the Do- 
_ Flrines of the Goſpel) ſo it does fully demonſtrate the 
Truth of that which I have laid down, viz. That 
in the Opinion of the Committee a judicial Sentence 
paſſed by the Church does then, and then only, affect 
the State of others with reſpect to the Favour of 
God, when it is rightly or deſervedly paſſed. For 


cCiſion is conſiſtent with or agreeable to the Doctrines of 
RT . EI on ED dc 
His Lordſhip I know (4) thinks it impoſſible to be i, ? 
concei ved, that a Sentence paſſed by the Church ſhould Lo 
have any effect at all upon the State or Condition of 
others with reſpect to the Favour of God. And in- 
_ deed it ſhould ſeem that if ſuch a Sentence has never 
any effect but when it is rightly paſſed, the Diſplea- ME" 
ſure of God ariſes not from that Sentence, but from 


deſerved that Sentence; becauſe if the Sentence is 
| ſelf were the Cauſe of God's Dijpleaſore, that Diſplea- 
ſure ſhould always follow, let the Sentence be either # 
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| (3) See bis Reaſoning upon this Point, ibid. p. 36, 37. hs 
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ht Ur wrong. But let this be as it will, Men are 
hot to be charged with Notions drawn from Conſe- 
quences, which eithet they do not ſee, or will not 
own ; and therefore ſince the Committee have plainly 
enough declared that they aſcribe no ſpiritua! Effect 
to Church Cenſures, but when they are deſervedly , 
inflicted, we muſt take this as their Opinion, ang 
leave them to account for it as well as they can. In 
the mean while I muſt obſerve, that this Difference 
between his Lordſhip and the Committee is of no 
manner of Importance, either with reſpect to the 
State and Condition of Chriſtians, or with reſpe& 

to the main of the Charge. Not with reſpe& to the 
State and Condition of Chriſtians ; for the Committee 
agree with his Lordſhip, that Perſons unjuſtly or un- 
deſervedly cenſured by the Church, are notwithſtand= 

ing that Cenſure ſtill iz God's Favour. Again, his 

| Lordſhip agrees with the Committee, that Perſons de- 

E /ervedly cenſured by the Church are out of God's Fa- 
vour, only his Lordſhip aſeribes this why ro their 
own Behaviour, whilſt the Committee ſeem in part to 
attribute it to the Cenſure of the Church alſo. Not 

/ Ewith reſpe& to the main of the Charge. For, 

; | 2. The main Charge of the Committee againſt his 
1 Lordſhip is, that he hath denied to the Church (c) 
ALL Authority to judge, cenſute, or puniſh Offenders, 
lin the Affairs of Conſcience and Eternal Salvation, i. e. 
all ſuch Superiority of ſome in the Church above 
Þthers, as ſhall empower or authorize them to examine 
into the religious Condutt of others, and to paſs Sen- 
W-ence upon them judicially. It was thus that the Com- 
nittee, and particularly the Reverend Dr. Sherlock! 
gunderſtood his Lordſhip : But his Lordſhip has beer 
pleaſed (upon what Account he beſt knows) not thus = 
to underſtand them, but to turn the Controverſy 
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0) Repreſent. p. 4 


8 quite 


quite hpon another Point, which is ſo far from be- 
ing any thing to the Pufpoſe, that it makes tlie 
hole Diſpute ſilly and ridiculous. (4) His Lordſhip 

( (fays that learned and excellent Divine) affirms, that 

- Chriſt # the ſole Judge of the Behaviour of his Subjects 

in the Affairs of Conſcience—IWe ſay that Chriſt i not 

ſole Judge For the Church has a Right to judge of the 
Behaviour of Men with reſpect to the Laws of Chriſt. 
What fays his Lordſhip to this? Why, that (eV he 

might have added, if he had ſo pleaſed, that every par- 
| ticular Chriſtian has a Right to judge, nay, cannot help 
judging of the Behaviour of others. From this, and 
from the whole of his Lordſhip's Reaſoning upon 
this Head, it is evident to the Eye of every Reader, 
that his Lordſhip repreſents the Dean as claiming to 
the Church a Right to judge, in the ſame Senſe, and 
in that only, in which every private Chriſtian may, 
and muſt judge of the Behaviour of others. But does 
his Lordſhip think it confiſtent with any tolerable 
Propriety of Speech to ſay, that a Man has a Right 
to do that which he cannot help doing? Will he ſay, 
for Inſtance, that a Man who has his Senſes and his 
Reaſon perfect, has a Right to ſee, or to underſtand ? 
Why, ſo it ſeems den : for he ſays, that (f) there 
i 4 RIGHT in all Chriſtians TO SEE open Mick- 
edneſs, and TO JUDGE wilful Sin to be contrary to 
__ Chriſt's Laws! His Lordſhip might very well be 
feerprized to ſee a learned Member of the Committee 
contending with ſo much Zeal and Warmth, that there 
are Men who have a Right to judge in ſuch a Senſe as 
this: But it is cqually ſurprizing to me, that his 
Lordſhip ſhould imagine, that a Right (as his Lord- 
ſhip's Phraſe is) to ſee open Wickedneſs, and to judge 
(4. e. to eſteem) wilful Sin to be contrary to Chriſt's 
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Laws, was that Right of judging which Dr. Sherlock 


had contended for, in Oppoſition to him, His Lord- 


ſhip may uſe Words as he pleaſes, bur till I have it 
from under the Dean's own Hand that he ſo con- 
founds the Idea's of Things, as to make no diffe- 
rence between Right and natural Power or Neceſſity, 
I ſhall believe that by a Right to judge, he meant a 


Right to Jacge: and that when he ſays, that the 
Church has a Rig 


his Lordſhip ſaw as clearly as I do; for why elſe 


does he ſay, he might have added, that every particu- 
lar Chriſtian has a Right to judge? And how then 
could his Lordſhip miſtake him ſo, as to think that 


the judging which he was pleading for, could be any 


thing elſe but judging with Authority? Had not the 
Dean as well as his Lordſhip a Right to underſtand, 
that every one muſt needs ſee, who has his Eyes 
open, and judge according to what he ſces? And 
was it poſſible then that the ſeeing open WWickedneſs, 


the judging or eſteeming wilful Sin to be contrary to 
Chriſt's Law, and the notorious Sinner unworthy of 


being acknowledged as a Brother, could be that which 


was claimed by him as a Prerogative in one Chriſti- 
an above another? I ſhall not for my Part pretend 


to give an Account of this Part of his Lordſhip's 
Conduct. But his Enemies, I fear, will be but too 
apt to think that all this was contrived on purpoſe 
to lead his Reader off from the Point in Controver- 
ſy, and to pave the Way for a more eaſy Conqueſt. | 


For his Lordſhip is ſure to triumph over thoſe wha 
have cenſured, or ſhall cenſure him, as denying ta 


the Church a Right to judge of the Behaviour of 


others, if by that Right they mean a Right te ſee 
open Mickedneſs, which his Lordſhip can never be 
luppoſed to have denied 47 any, Chriſtian, or not 


ure Light to judge, he means that there are 
ſome particular Perſons to whom, in Contrad iſtinction 
to all others, it properly belongs to judge. This latter 


Chriſtian, 
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Chriſtian, and which indeed is, properly ſpeaking? 
Ee og nt no Dabaynno: od 
Lou ſee by this time what is the true Point be- 
tween his Lordſhip and the Committee. 1 His Lor d- | 
ſhip ſays he has denied to the Church no Authority 
ol judging; but ſuch an Authority as implies a Right 
20 determine Men's Conditions with regard to the Fauour 
of Cod. The Committee Tay that he has denied to the 
Church a} Authority of judging hatſpever, i. e. al} 
ſuch Superiority or Pre-eminence of any in the 
Church above others, as will authorize them to ex- 
amine into the religious Conduct of others, and tg 
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thority be either right or wrong. Whether therefore th 
his Lordſhip has in his Sermon denied to the Church Þ th 
all Authority of judging, I ſhall now examine. ca 
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That his Lordſhip has in his Sermon denied to the Þ th 
Church all Authority to judge, cenſure, or puniſh Þ ou 
others, in the Afairs of Conſcience and Eternal Salva: be 
tion, there is no room to diſpute. For P. 11. be Þ im 
ſays expreſly, with reſpe& to Chriſt's Subjects, that M 
Christ is himſelf the ſole Judge of their , Behaviour in iv 
the Affairs of Conſcience and Eternal Salvation. P. 15, the 
That Chriſt ir himſelf the ſole Judge of his Subjects £4 
in all Points relating to the Favour or Diſpleaſure f b 
Almighty GOD, P. 16. That zo one of them (Chriſt's gat 
ZSiubjects) any more than another, hath Authority-—— his 
0 judge, cenſure, or puniſh the Servants of another the 
Maſter in Matters relating purely to Conſcience or Sal- ter: 
Dua tion, and the like. The Queſtion: therefore is, fair 
whether his Lordſhip hath not in theſe Paſſages 2 by 
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nied to the Church 4% Authority 


of judging, cenſu- 
ring, or puniſbing others; or whether to ſay, that 
Chriſt is the ſole, Judge of the Behaviour of his 
Subjects in the Aﬀairs, of Conſcience, &c. be oniy to 
ſay, that none but Chriſt hath Authority ſo to judge 
and cenſure others, as that t%e State and Condition of 
others with reſpect to the Favour of God, ſball thereby 
le determined irreverſiblyj. His Lordſhip you ſee us of 
Opinion that it is the ſame thing. For a Judge in 
Points relating to the Favour or Diſpleaſure of Al- 
: mighty God, or (which is the ſame thing) in Aﬀaits 
of Conſcience, he tells us is on by ' whoſe Sentence it 
is determined whether a Perſon ſpall enjoy the Tokens of 
, [© God's Favour or Diſpleaſure. But upon what Ac- 
£ count does his Lordſhip affirm this? Upon no Ac- 
A count that I can ſee, but only becauſe he is pleaſed 
to affirm it: for Reaſon I profeſs ſolemnly I can dif- 
cover none: That a Perſon who can determine whe- 
ther another ſhall enjoy the Tokens of God's Favonr 
or Diſpleaſure, is = Judge of Men's Behaviour in 
the Affairs of Conſcience, or in Points relating to 
the Favour or Diſpleaſure of Almighty God, there 
can be no doubt: But what his Lordſhip means is, 
that none but ſuch a one is a Judge of Men's Behavi- 
our. in thoſe Affairs; which is not true, unleſs there 
be ſomething in the Notion of thoſe Affairs which 
implies, that whoever hath Authority to judge of 
Men's Behaviour with reſpe& to them, muſt thereby 
| 7rreverſubly determine their Conditions with reſpect to 
| the Favour of God, For if the Notion of Afairs of 
2 7 wit &c. be ſuch, as that a Man may properly 
! be ſaid to judge of the Behaviour of another with re- 
Barc to them, tho he neither does nor can determine 
his Condition with reſpe& to God's Favour, it will 
then be falſe. to ſay, that yore but thoſe who can de- 
termine the Condition of others, c. are Judges in Aﬀ 
is, Jairs of Conſcience; and conſequently his Lordſhip, 
e by affirming that Chriſt is the ſole Judge of. Je . 
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baviour of his Subjects in thoſe Affairs, muſt have 
_ _  faid ſomething more, than that none but he hath Au- 
thority / to judge his Subjects, as that their Condit ion 
With reſpect to the Favour of God ſhall thereby be 
determined Irreverſibly. ene nen a We 
We are now therefore brought back again to the 
old Enquiry, viz. What are Affairs of Conſcience? 
How his Lordſhip: hath explained this Phraſe, and 
bo little that Explication ſuits with his Purpoſe, has 
been ſo fully ſnewn already; that nothing more needs d 
to be ſaid about it. If his Lordſhip can perſuade any Þ a1 
D0oð9᷑T believe that his Meaning was to prove, that Chriſt «© 
bath given no Man Authority to judge in thoſe Affairs þ 
un Which no Man poſſibly can judge, I wiſh him Joy of o 
' , SmFuchProfelytes. The Number of them, I fancy, will d. 
de but ſmall, and I muſt beg Leave to aſſure his Lord- di 
mip that I ſhall not make one amongſt them. I fay it C 
again, that a Affairs in which the Conſciences, the as 
KReligion, the Salvation of Men are concerned, are T 
A fair. of Conſcience, Religion, and Salvation, or, if uf 
J̃?oou pleaſe, Points relating to the Favour or Diſpleaſure ſe 
e God: To affirm therefore that no one but Chriſt S. 
bath Authority to judge of the Behaviour of others 1 
with reſpect to theſe Affairs, is the ſame as to affirm, te 
that no one but Chriſt hath Authority to judge of the uf 
religious Conduct of others, or of the Behaviour of others ne 
with reſpect to the Laws of Religion; which is the very M 
thing charged upon his Lordſhip by the Committee. Fe 
But it will not be fair to paſs over the Reaſons to 
afſigned by his Lordſhip, to ſhew that theſe Paſſages Þ m. 
cannot be underſtood as denying to Men 4d Right to th 
Judge, nor any other Right, but fuch as implies a Þ or 
Power of determining other Men's Conditions with re- in 


gard to the Favonr of God: To theſe therefore I now 4 
ERR M2: 727 TOE {er 
. © 2: His Lordfhip is pleaſed to alledge, that ſeeing he it 


00 denies that of Men which he affirms of Chrift, and L 
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ſeeing be does it by way of Inference from the Prergs 


garive of Chriſt, he does not, he canuot mean to deny it 
of them in any other Senſe but that in which he affirms it 
of Chriſt— Without any more ado I ſhall here join 


Iſſue with his Lordſhip; and 1 think verily that what 


he now ſays, is as plain a Confeſſion of the Fack 
charged upon him as is poſſible. For that which his 
Lordſhip affirms of Chriſt is, that he is Fudge of the 


Behaviour of his Subjects in Matters of Religion. What 


does he mean by this? Why, certainly thus much 
at leaſt, that he hath Authority to judge, i. e. he hath 
Authority to enquire into the Religious Conduct of 
his Subjects, and to paſs Sentence upon them deciſively, 


or in a judicial manner. Now ſeeing that which he 


denies of Men is, that they are Judges, and ſeeing he 
denies this in the ſame Senſe in which he affirms it of 
Chriſt: his Lordſhip muſt neceſſarily be underſtood 
as denying it of Men, that they have Anthority to 
judge, or that they have Authority to paſs Sentence 
upon others dec:/ively, What his Lordſhip hath ob- 
ſerved a little before, viz. That Chriſt is in no other 
Senſe Fudge of the Behaviour of Chriſtians but as 
their Condition will and muſt be determined by his Sen- 
tence, will not in the leaſt help him. For either he 
uſes the Word CONDITION indefinitely, or he does 
not. If the former, he {till denies 2 Authority to 
Mea to judge or paſs Sentence upon others deciſively. 


For by his own Rule he denies to Men all Authority 


to determine, i. e. in any ſenſe or in any reſpect to deter- 
mine tbe Condition of others by their Sentence. But if 
there be in Men an Authority to paſs Sentence upon 


others deciſively, there muſt be in Men an Authority 


in ſome ſenſe or in ſome reſpetts to determine the Con- 


dition of others; becauſe if that Sentence does in wo 


ſenſe or in no reſpect determine the Condition of others, 

t is a Contradiction to ſay that it is deciſive. If his 
Lordſhip uſes the Word CONDITION in a definite 
Senſe, as ſignifying the Condition of Chriſtians with 
regard to the Favour of God, and would argue 1 


* 


and of another, whoſe 
ters of Right or Property, that he is alſo 4 Judge, I 
mean the ſame thing by the Word Judge in both In- 
ances, 1. e. I mean one who has Authority to paſs 


mine others to God's Favour or Di 
Sentence definitively in ſome other reſpect; that t 


thence that be Zhild be nadel zs denying #6 


| Hen no other Authority, but an Authority to paſs 


ſuch a Sentence as mall determine the Condition 'of o- 


ſtthers in that reſpett ;, Tanſwer, that the Argument 
does by no means bold. he 0 

is drawn from the Notion of the Word 70D E, 

Which, ſays his Lordſhip, ought in reaſon to be un- 

derſtood in the ſame Senſe when applied to Men as 


For the Argument you” ſee 


chen applied to Chriſt. I grant that it ought, and! 


\ 


do underſtand it / when I ſay, that Chrift hath Au- 
 thority. to judge, and that Man hath not Authority to 
Judge, whether 1 intend hereby to deny that Man hath 


Authority to determine the Condition of others with 


keſpect to the Favour of God, or with reſpe& to any 
thing elſe, For the nature of the Sentence paſſed, and 
the Effect of that Sentence with reſpect to the Con- 
Aition of him upon whom it is paſſed, do by no means 
enter into the Notion of Judging; becauſe a Judge is 
one who hath Authority to paſs any Sentence which 
| ſhall be deciſive, and therefore the Word retains its 


Senſe when applied to Perſons and Caſes where the 


| Septence, and the Effet of it, are not the ſame, but 
_ @ifferent. Thus when I fay of one Man, whoſe ſole 
and proper Office it is to deter mine Men to Life of 


Death, or to judge In eapiee! Caſes, t at he is a j nd 5 
ffice it is to determine in Mat- 


Sentence difinitively. In like manner, when I affirm 
of Chriſt, who alone hath Authority to deter mint 


Mien to God's Favour or Diſpleaſure, that he is Judge; 
and of Men, mn bang Ahoy tho! not to deter - 


* 


eaſute, yet to 50 
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are alſo Judges; the Signification of that Word 55 


manifeſtly the ſame, when applied to the one, and 


when applied to the other. Wherefore as it would 
be improper, and falſe even in the fame a 9 
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is 
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Word, to affirm of him whoſe Office it is to judge in 


Crpital Caſes, that he is ſole Judge in Civil Afairs, in 
| Oppoſition to the other whoſe Office it is to judge in 
Matters of Right; ſo it is alfo improper and falſe even 


in the ſame ſenſe of the Word, to afirm of Chriſt that 


he is ſole Judge of the Behaviour of his Subjects i 
Matters of Religion, in Oppoſition to the Church, if 


there be any in the Church whom he has empowered 
to judge of the Religious Conduct of others, i. e. to 
paſs Sentence upon others, which Sentence ſhall in any 


Senſe, or upon any Account be definitive, ——But with 


Submiſſion to his Lordſhip, I think, that there is a 
manifeſt Fallacy in this latter Aſſertion. Chriſt, ſays 
he, is in no other Senſe Judge, &c. What does his 
Lord ſhip mean by this? If he means that Chriſt dot h 
actually exerciſe no other Judgment, than that by 
which he determines the Condition of his Subjects, 
with reſpect to the Favour of God; it is true, but 
then it is nothing to the Purpoſe. For the thing to 


be conſidered here, 1 conceive, is, not what Judgs 


ment Chriſt a##ally doth exerciſe, but what Judgment 
he hath Authority to exerciſe. If therefore this be his 
Lordſhip's Meaning, viz. That Chriſt hath Authority 


to be Judge in no other Senſe, but as their Condition 


with reſpe to the Favour of God ſhall be determined 
by his Sentence, the Propoſition is zo: true: For 
whatever Authority of judging, elſe there 1s, or can 
be conceived to be in the Church, it is originally in 


Chriſt, and muſt be ſo, becaufe the Church neither 


has, nor can have any Authority but what ſhe receives 
from Chriſt. I leave it therefore to any one to con- 
ſider, whether ſince his Lordſhip hath affirmed of 
Chriſt univerſally; that he alone hath Authority to 
judge, he mult not according to his own Rule, be un- 
derſtood as denying of the Church univerſally, that ſhe 
hath any Authority to judge; or whether, ſuppoſing 
that his Lordſhip had intended to deny to the Church 
all Authority of judging, he could poſſibly have ex- 
ff on ny: preſſed 


7 AM >. C - * C * 
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pong himſelf more clearly, than by ſaying, No one 
ath Authority to judge others, but Chriſt, © 


2. His Lordſhip alledges farther, That (5) if from 


* 


his aſſerting Chriſt to be the ſole Judge of his Subjects, 


you will infer that he denies 2 Right in any Chriſtian 
Church to judge and puniſh Offenders, you may as well, 
and as juſtly infer, that he has alſo effeually excluded 
the Civil Magiſtrate from puniſhing the greateſt Male- 
factors; and that the Committee might have put this as 
ſtrong under the firſt Head of the Charge, as under the 
other, Now to this I anſwer, 1ſt. That if it were 

true, which his Lordſhip here ſuppoſes, viz. That 
_ thoſe Paſſages where he has denied to Men an Autho- 
ritiy of judging, cenſuring, or puniſhing others, and 
attributed it ſolely to Chriſt, are as ſtrong againſt the 
Right of the Civil Magiſtrate to judge and puniſh Ma- 
liefactors, as they are againſt the Right of the Church to 

judge, and puniſh Offenders, I ſhould not in the leaſt 
_ Feruple to ſay, that his Lordſhip has effectually de- 
ſtroyed both. But 24h, I will ſpeak more favoura- 


i" | bly of theſe Paſſages than his Lordſhip does, and 


aſſure him that I am far from thinking that the Argu- 
ment from them, is equally conclufive in both Cafes, 
or rather, that it is at all concluſive with reſpe& to 
the Power of the Civil Magiſtrate, tho' it does very 
ſtrongly conclude againſt the Power of the Church; 


His Lordſhip needs not be told that the Authority of | 


the Church (if ſhe has any) to judge, and puniſh Offen- 
ders, and of the Civil Magiſtrate, ſtand upon two 
different Bottoms ; That the Office of the latter re- 


57 ſpects the Good of Human Society As ſuch, and confe- | 


vently, that if the Actions or Behaviour of Men af- 
& or hurt the Publick Good, the Magiſtrate has a 
Right to puniſh them. Whereas the Church has no 
_ Right to concern herſelf with the Actions of Men, 
_ conlider'd as affecting the Public Good, She judges 
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them with a View to Religion only, and puniſhes the 
Offender, not as tranſgreſſing the Laws of Human So- 
ciety, but as tranſgreſling the Laws of Chriſt. Now 


them 


4 


5 


4 | ü k 
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it is very Plain; even ſo plain, that his Lordſhip, I 


know, would be angry if we did not ſee it, that the 
Afﬀairs of Conſcience or Religion, which he ſo often 


ſpeaks of in his Sermon, muſt at leaſt be limited to the 


Affairs of Religion conſeder'd as ſuch. When therefore 
his Lordſhip denies of Men, that they have Authori- 
ty to judge in theſe Affairs, this effectually excludes _ WM 
the Church from judging Offenders, becauſe theſe are WM 
the Affairs in which either ſhe has a Right to judge, 1 
or ſhe has no Right to judge at all. But it does not 
therefore follow, that he excludes the Civil Magiſtrate 
from a Right to judge Male factors. Becauſe, tho it 
may be true (I do not ſay it is true) that the C:vil Ma- 
giſtrate has no Right to puniſh a Malefactor, conſide- 
red as tranſgreſſing the Laws of Religion, yet he has a 


Right to puniſh him as hurting the Publick Good, or as 


breaking in upon the Laws of Human Society. This 
Objection might have been put as ſtrong with reſpect 
to the Buſineſs of Legiſlation; but the ſame Anſwer 


will equally ſerve in both Caſes. 


3. His Lordſhip hath ſaid in his Sermon, that Chriſt 


hath left behind him no Judges OVER the Conſciences 


or Religion of his People. Now this Word OFER, his 
Lordſhip in his Az/wer lays a particular Emphaſis up- 
on, and ſeems to think it will ſtand him in great 
ſtead. This I gather from hence, that he hath every 
where taken Care to have it printed in Capitals, 
| Which indeed is a very good help to bad Eyes, but 
how it can help the Underſtandings of thoſe, who 
want to be informed what it is that his Lordſhip 


means by judging OY ER the Conſciences or the 


Religion of others, I do not, I confeſs, ſo readily ap- 


prehend. That which his Lordſhip would -have us 


believe, is, that an Authority to judge OVER the 
Conſciences or Religion of others, (i) plies. av AA 
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©. can do. For ſays his Lordſhip, (k) there never were, 


judge over the Conſciences and Religion of others in à 


£5 
ebority to make Deciſions which ſhall affeli the State of 
Chriſt's Subjects, with regard to the Favour of God; 
which, for any thing I can tell to the contrary, may 
(in his Notion of that Phraſe) be true. But whether 
it be ſo or not, I cannot be certain, till I know what 
that Notion is, which I am not able diſtinctly to 
gather from any thing that he hath ſaid. But what- 
ever it be to judge OVER the Conſciences or Reli- 
gion of others, this we are ſure of, viz. That it is 
to do ſomething, which no Man upon Earth poſſibly 


nor ever CAN BE IN THE NATURE OF THE 
THING, any Chriſtians appointed to rule over other 

Chriſtians——/o as to be Judges OVER their Conſci- 
ences and Religion. This 1s the old Story over again: 
His Lordſhip is reſolved to have it, that he has been 

all this while diſputing againſt 'mere Nn ; 

and if it muſt be ſo, I cannot tell how to help 

But T muſt aſſure his Lordſhip once more, that I al 

ways underſtood him as oppoſing an Authority to 


Poſſible Senſe, and that I never yet met with one 
Soul, whether Friend or Enemy, that had ſo much 
as a Thought of underſtanding him otherwiſe. Now 
the only poſſible Senſe in 185 one Man may be ſaid 
to Rue over the Conſciences or Religion of others, is, 
judging of the outward Conduct or Behaviour of others, 
' with reſpe& to the Law of Conſcience or Religion; and 
to ſay, that no one but Chriſt hath a Right to do this, 

if it be not to deny to the Church al Authority of Lc 
Judging and puniſhing Offenders, I mult for ever de- A. 
: ſpair of knowing when a ching is denied, and when 


it is affirmed. But mn 
44. Admitting that to judge OVER the 3 . 
4 ces or Religion of others, did according to the moſt | on 
obvious and common Acceptation of the Words, wh 


imply an Authority to determine the Condition of o- 
thers, with reſpect to the Favour of God; the — 1 


2 ST; PI Dy. 
i ges 


(. Þid- Seft, 1 11. Þ 63 — ** 9 . 


ä 181 


ges where this Phraſe is uſed cannot, to be ſure, be 
of greater Weight than thoſe where 'this Authority 


is denied of Men in expreſs Terms. Of this latter 
Sort there is one Paſlage to be met with in his Lord- 

ſhip's Sermon, and his Lordſhip thinks it (I) but com- 
mon Juſtice, that this ſhould be taken in towards fix- 


ing his Meaning. That is, his Lordſhip thinks it 


jult to infer, that becauſe he has in one Place denied 
to the Church an Authority to determine the Conditi- 
on of others, with reſpe& to the Favour of God, 
therefore he has no where elſe denied any other Autho- 
rity. But I have before ſhown, that there is. no 
manner of Conſequence in this way of Arguing; 
and I can never think any ſuch Demand from his 
Lordſhip to be juſt, till he will be pleaſed to write 
in ſuch a manner, as that we may be aſſured that he 
has a Meaning in every thing which he ſays, I have 
already ſhown from two notorious Inſtances, that 
his Lordſhip has denied Authority to the Church in 
a limited Senſe, when yet in thoſe very Inſtances, he 
not only does not own, but expreſly denies that ſhe 
| has any Authority. If he could do this in two In- 
ſtances, he may as well do it in a third; and if in a 
third, in a fourth, and {o on ad infiuitum : Now whe- 
ther when Limitations are trifled withal at this rate, 
ſuch Limitatious can be any certain Rule whereby to 
judge of an Author's Meaning, I leave it to any ſe- 


xious and underſtanding Perſon to conſider. 


Upon the whole therefore I conclude ; That his | 
Lordſhip hath denied to the Church, not only an 


Authority to determine the Condition of others 


with reſpect to the Favour of God, but an Authority 


in any Senſe to determine the Condition of others, 
.e, All Anthorlly of judging and paſſing Sentence up- 


on others, definitively. If any one ſhould now ask, 


what ſort of definitive Judgment that is, which I ſup- 
pole to be in the Church, or in | what Senſe the Church 


0 Ibid, Sect. Te * * 34. 
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1 has Authority to Ad rhe Condition of oiherr; 31 
anſwer that ſhe hath Authority to determine che 


Condition of others with reſpect to External Commu— 


mon. The Caſe as I take it is this. Chrift hath gi- 
ven to the Governours of the Church, a Right to 
examine into the religious Conduct of thoſe under 
Their Care; 'and when any one of them ſhall have 


departed from the Doctrines of the Goſpel, either Þ 


in Faith ot in Practice, to declare him unworthy of 


being owned and received as a Brother. This De- 
claration or Sentence ſhall thus far be definitive, vix. 


That the Inferior Clergy ſhall hereby be obliged to 
riefuſe to ſuch a Perſon all Tokens of Chriſtian Fel- 
lowſhip, and particularly and eſpecially to deny 
him the Uſe of the Holy Sacrament of Chriſt's Body 
and Blood. And farther; that all Iuferiors, both 
Clergy and Lait), ſhall be bound (ſo far as the Cir- 
cumſtances of the World will permit) to avoid his 
Company, unleſs it be to admoniſb and make him bet- 
ter. Thus the Man's Condition with reſpe& to Exter- 


| . nal Communion, is determined by the Church. And if 


thus much at leaſt be not implied under the Notion 
of Excommunication, recommended by the Scripture, 


and the Practice of all Ages; I ſhall take his Lord- 
mip's Advice, and (mn) in Pity forbear to mention the 
Mord. Tho it will be with ſome other Reſentment, 
that I ſhall mention the Names of thoſe who have by 
| the moſt ſolemn Engagements, bound themſelves to 


1 an . which if they — Tiles. 
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5 Hs A. Kate upon his Lordſip 4 Ale er 
to the Repreſentation. 


IT has been ſhewn in the foregoing Chapters, Ko K 
| his Lordſhip hath in bis Sermon denied al Au- 
— . to the Quel both ad mall and D J 


and conſequently that it is not truly affirmed by 


his Lordſhip, that he hath denied zo Authority, but 


abſolute Authority. But were this the whole of the 
Caſe, tho the Committee would be ſufficiently vin EA 


cated as to the firſt Branch of their Charge, yet his 


Lordſhip would be ſomewhat pardonable. 'To uſe 
Words which, according to a nice and accurate 
Conſtruction, expreſs a great deal more than a Man 
intends, is a failing, which in ſome Degree or other, 
is common to moſt Writers; and notwithſtanding 
the Matter treated of by his Lordſhip, is of ſuch 
Weight and Importance, as required him to have 


| been particularly careful not to fall into Miſtakes of 
this Kind; I ſhould nevertheleſs be very ready to ad- 


mit of the Plea of Human Frailty on his Behalf, could 
but ſee that there is any room for it, being much 


rather defirous, that he ſhould be found to have been 


unwary in his Expreſſions, than not Orthodox in his O- 


| pinions. But upon a ſerious, and (as J hope) impar- 


tial Examination of the whole of what his Lordſhip 
has ſaid upon this Head, in his Anſwer to the Repre- 
ſentation, I am verily perſuaded, that it is his Lord- 


ſhip's real Sentiment, that the Church hath zo Au- 


thority, and conſequently that it was in his Sermon, 
his Intention to deny that ſhe hath a). The Reaſons 
why I am thus perſuaded, I ſhall briefly ſubjoin, 
humbly ſubmitting them to his Lordſhip's, and to 
, EET 
In the firſt place then, I obſerve that his Lordſhip 
hath no where in his Anſwer, owned that the Church 
hath any Authority; on the contrary, the moſt favour- 


| able Paſſages carry with them ſuch an Air of reſerved- 


neſs, as would incline any one rather to believe it to 
be his Opinion, that ſhe hath none, than that ſhe hath 


| any. At p. 25. (which. Paſſage has been already cited, 


Chap. 1.) his Lordſhip, as you may remember, after 
having ſaid, that he had denied no Authority, but ab. 


| ſolute Authority, adds, 1F in the Chriſtian CLIN 
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be an Authority in Superiors properly ſo called, i. e. (for 
this is what his Lordſhip means) an Authority pro- 
perly ſo called in Superiors, and an Obligation in 
 Inferiors to ſubmit to mere Human Authority proper- 
Iy called, which is not Indiſpenfable / am, norwith- 
ſtanding any thing I have ſaid, as much at liberty to de- 
clare for it as themſelves, To the ſame purpoſe, Chap. 
1. Seck. 17. p. 87. Theſe Learned Perſons can ſhem us, 


that there is a Rule, or an Authority properly ſo called 


in Eccleſiaſtical Governours, which is not abſolute; 


that there are Rulers, and Judges in the viſible. Church; 


properly ſpeaking, who are not abſolute; and there is an 
Obligation, properly ſo called, upon Inferiors, to ſubmit 
to Eccleſiaſtical Deciſions, which is not abſolute, or in- 
diſpenſable; or they Cannot. ; If they cannot; then it can 
be no Crime I hope, in the Judgment of Chriſtians and 
Proteſtants, ſhould it be granted upon this Suppo ſit ion, 


that in the Sermon, All Authority, All Rulers, and Judges 
in the viſible Church are laid aſide. If they can, as ſoon 
_ as they have plainly fixed this Point, I am full as free as 


any of themſelves, to declare for Rule and Authority; 
Rulers and Judges, in the viſible Church, notwithſtand- 
ing all that I have declared againſt them, &c. It is 


very certain 1 think, that if in Superiors there be not 


an Authority properly ſo called, there is in Superiors no 
Authority; and that if there be not in Iferiors an 
Obligation properly ſo called, to ſubmit to Eccleſiaſtical 
Deciſions, there is v0 Obligation; I will therefore leave 
it to any one to judge, whether theſe Paſlages do not 


_ diſcover in his Lordſhip a ſecret Perſuaſion, that there 


is not in Superiors any Authority, and that there lies 
upon Inferiors no Obligation to ſubmit to Eccleſiaſtical 
Deciſions. For why elſe ſhould his Lordſhip fo cauti- 


| ouſly at every turn, inſert the Words properly Jo called, 


which had never been uſed by any of his Oppoſers? 
And why ſhould he put the Iſſue of his Defenſe, upon 


5 what the Committee ſnould have to ſay upon this Sub- 


ject, and not upon any thing which could be offered 
by bim/clf ? Had his Lordſhip been verily Pre 
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that there could be, and was, in the Church an Autho- ' | 
rity which is not abſolute, it would have been natu- 
ral for him to have ſaid ſo; for his Lordſhip I preſume 
is not yet arrived to ſuch a Fondneſs of ſingularity, as 
to affect to be thought more Hererodox than he really 
is, and therefore it muſt be ſuppoſed, that he would 
have taken the moſt effectual Method he poſſibly could, 
to have removed the Imputation he lay under, of be- 
ingan Enemy to all Authority ; had he not been con- 
ſcious to himſelf, that he really deſerved it. I muſt 
fartheradd, that his Lordſhip upon this Suppoſition, 
ought in juſtice to the Cauſe, to have declared himſelf 
in favour of Authority. It is true, the Queſtion be- 
tween him and the Committee, was, whether he had 
denied all Authority to the Church or not, and conſe- 
queatly it would a grant, ) have been a ſufficient an- 
{wer to their Charge, to have proved that he had de- 
nied no Authority but abſolute Authority. But had 
his Lordſhip no buſineſs with any but the Committee? 
P Or was the Skreening himſelf from Cenſure, the only 
. thing he had to take care about? Certainly it was a 
Duty incumbent upon him as a Chriſtian and a Biſhop, 
as well to endeavour by all poſſible means to take a- 
way that Scandal which had been given to multitudes 
of others by his, at leaſt ſeemingly, ſtrange Doctrines; 
and I ſuppoſe no body needs to be informed, which 
would have been the moſt proper means in order to 
this end, to have told us openly and poſitively, that the 
Church has ſome Authority, and what that Authority 
is, or to anſwer only by Negative Aſſertions, which 
any one may ſafely do, and would indeed naturally 
chuſe to do, who owns »o Authority, and has a Mind 
to deal with more Prudence than Sincerity. I cannot 
in the leaſt doubt, but his Lordſhip was thoroughly 
ſenſible of all this; and therefore I cannot but 
look upon this Reſervedneſs, as a tacit Conteſſion 
of the thing laid to his Charge; and I am under very 
ſtrong Apprehenſions, that whenever the Committee 
| ſhall think fit to fix this Point of Church- Authority, 
his Lordſhip will, if occaſion ſerves, make uſe of that 
„ * LIES Liberty 


in. So that it ſeems his Lordſhip is not for calling 
in the Aſſiſtance of Authority iz any Caſe where Re- 
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Liberty which he ſays hg is under, of declaring for it, 


after another ſort of manner, than that in Which he 


nom ſeems willing the World ſhould believe, he would 


declare himſelf. 


But te do his Lordſhip juſtice, be bas not all to- 
gether diſſembled the matter. For we ha ve here and 
there (where one would not readily expect, and maſt 


look narrowly, to find them) a Paſſage or two dropt, 


which are as full againſt / Authority as poſſible, At 


5. 337% he declares under the Perſon gf an Honeſt Man, 


and true Proteſtant, that he Could not have been of this 
Church, (i. e. of the Church of England) if the. Deciſions 


of Human Authority properly ſo called, could have claim» 


ed the Regard of Chriſtians, At p. 312. he lays about 


him moiſt vehemently. againſt al Authority, as the 


greateſt and moſt irreconcileable Enemy to Truth, that 


tis Warld ever yet found out, ſince it was in Being, A- 
mongſt the many Miſchiefs laid to its Charge, (which 
by che way, have ariſen not barely from Authoriry, 


but from the abuſe of Authority, or rather not from 
Authority 47 all, but from unjuſt and ryrannical V/ur- 
patians cover d over, and Sanctifyed by the name of 
Authority; amongſt the many evils I ſay, wherewith 
Human Authority in Religion ſtands charged) this is 
one, via. That it is an Enemy to all Reformation, and 
that it conteſts with the Church of England the Found a- 


tion upon which it ſtands, And this it ſeems, will forever, 


an every where be the effect, whether it be exerciſed 
in a greater degree, or in a le/s ; for he ſays, that the 

calling in the Aſſiſtance of mere Authority, even againſt 
trifles in Religion, avill by inſenſible degrees, come to the 
very ſame iſſue that it bas been ever hitherto ſeen to end 


ligęion is concerned; nor would he have any regard 


paid to the Deciſions of Human Authority properly ſo 


called, and that becauſe if any regard be paid to fuch 
Deciſions, it muſt deſtroy the very Foundation upon 
which the Church of England ſtauds! He that will not 
Iz 10 19 920 2708 ONE» 14 Nor colt hr 2000 
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| © 65 » 
accept of this as 2 plain Declaration againſt af 
Church Authority, let him truſt; but I fancy, had 
his Lordſhip placed theſe Paſſages in the ſame View 
with thoſe wherein he has pretended to excuſe him- 
ſelf, by ſaying that he had denied no Authority but 
abſolute Authority, there would have been very few 
Readers ſo dim Sighted, as not immediately to have 


4 enn the Groſsneſs of the Fallacy. p. 

4 To proceed now from Generals to Particulars. 
4 There are (as I have already ſhewn) but tuo Inſtan- 
ces of Authority claimed by the Church of England. 
he one is a Right to make Laus in indifferent 
t Matters relating to Religion and the Worſhip of 
„ God. The other a Right to judge Offenders, and 
R to exclude them from her Society. And both theſe. 
4 his Lordſhip has, I think, given us very plain Proofs 
k | that he diſowns. For, 
„ | _ 7 As to the Power of Legiſlation, he days expreſly 


m i wat he (a) knows of NO Charch Anthority to OBLIGE | 
7 ANY Chriſtians to EXTERNAL COMM UNION, ie. 
of | he knows of ub Power that any in the Church can of | 


th Right have over others to oblige them to any one par- 
is | ticular external Manner of religious Worſhip. Now 
1d tis certain, I think, that if there be not in the Church 


a= © 2 Power which ſhall oblige ſome Chriſtians to ſome 
r, © certain external Manner of religions Worſhip, the 
ed Church can have no Right to make Laws relating to 
be religious Worſhip. For a Right of making Laws on 
aſt the one hand there can never be, where an Obligati- 
he on to obey thoſe Laws on the other can never fol- 


nd low. What his Lordſhip preſently adds, that there is 
ng not any thing to determine Men (to external Commu- 
de- nion) but their own Conſciences, after the beſt uſe of their 
ard own Faculties, I was at firſt much puzzled to under- 
i ftand. For this | in i forme dear is true, and withal Loney 
ach Þ 
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wo cares that the Cour ch n Feuer to decree Rites or Ce- 
f | remo- | 


<4) 


confitent with ſuppoſing a Power in others to oblige 
to external Communion. For upon Suppoſition that 
Chriſt hath veſted any Men in the Church with this 
Power, it is my own Conſcience or Judgment that 
muſt determine me whether thoſe who take upon 
_ themſelves to impoſe upon me Terms of Communi- 
on, are thoſe Perſons. Again, ſeeing this Power of im- 
poſing Terms of Communion is limited to indifferent : 
Matters, it is my own Conſcience or Judgment alſo 
that muſt determine me whether the Terms impoſed 
y them be lawful or not. So that you ſee I am all this 
while determined to external Communion whol/y by 
my own Conſcience, that is, it is my own judgment 
alone which informs me, amidſt the Variety of ex- 
ternal Methods of religious Worſhip; which of them 
I am obliged to follow. But ſeeing his Lordſhip had 
ſo fully declared againſt al Church Authority to 
OBLIGE others to external Communion in the former 
part of the Sentence, I ſoon began to ſuſpect that 
- ſomething very different from this muſt be meant by 
the latter. And that which moſt readily offer d it ſelf 
to me upon this Occaſion is this, viz. that his Lord- 
ſhip, by ſaying that Men are to be determined 10 
external Communion wholly by their own Conſciences, 
would give us to underſtand, that Chriſtians are at 
liberty, without any manner of Regard had to the In- 
junctions of their Spiritual Governors, to join them- 
ſelves to any Communion that they themſelves ſhall 


moſt approve of, and that-even tho* the Terms of 


Communion impoſed by them may /awfuly be com 
plied with. I was much confirmed in this Suſpicion 
upon recollecting an Obſervation of his Lordſhip 
upon the 2oth Article of our Church, which his 
Lordſhip hath ſo explained as to ſet 4 Chriſtians 


upon an equal Foot, and to take away al Authority 
in one above another to fix and determine the ex- 
ternal Manner of religious Worſhip. The Article de- 
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pennies, and Anthority in Controverſies of F. 47th. Theſe 
Words his Lordſhip (0) begs may be interpreted conf 1 
ently with the ſtated and conſtant Profeſſions of the 


* 


ed 


formers, ſo as not to deſtroy the Reformation, nor w 


main Defign of thoſe who drew it up. A very reaſona- 
ble and neceſſary Rule of Interpretation without 
doubt! And to ſhew you how religiouſly he himſelf 


was reſolved to obſerve it, what does he do? why 
he goes on forthwith to interpret them in a manner 


utterly inconſiſtent both with the Deſign; the Profeſſions, 
and Practice of the Reformers ! Let it, ſays he, be re- 
membred, that THE CHURCH having before been de- 
fined tobe © a Congregation of faithful Men (that 6% 
e Believers) in which the pure Word of God is 
cc preached, &'c.” —— Whatever is affirmed of THE 
CHURCH, or THE AUTHORITY of the Chunch, 
muſt be ſi ſuppoſ ſed to be affirmed NOT OF ANY PAR- 
© TICUL4 
GREGATION, which is declared to be ThE Cuurcn. 
Muſt it ſo, my Lord? Why then ſince it is affirmed 


PERSONS, but of the WHOLE CON- 


of the Church that it hath Power to decree Rites and 
Ceremonies, the Meaning of this muſt be ſuppoſed 


to be, not that any particular Perſons in the Church 


have a Power to decree Rites and Ceremonies, but 


that the whole Congregation has this Power. Is not 
this now what I ſaid, viz. that his Lordſhip hath ta- 
ken away al Authority i in one Chriſtian above ano 
ther to preſcribe Laws for the external Manner of 
religious Worſhip? Can any thing be more plain, 


than that he allows a Liberty to any Number or 


Congregation of Chriſtians to fix upon ſuch Rites 


and Ceremonies by mutual Agreement, as they ſhall 


think fit? But if his Lordſhip muſt needs call in Ad- 
vocates to ſupport his Opinion, let him go to the 
Independents, and not pretend to ſhelter hanſe un 


— 
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it der ihe Verierabl Names of bur bine, which's i8 
an Injury to them; and to the Truth at the ſame 
time. The whole Body of theſe Articles (as the Ti- 


ktle ot them ſpecifies) bas ſet forth in order #9 the 5 
voting Diverſities of Opinions, and for the eſtabliſhing 
E Conſent touching true Religion. The 20th Article in 


particular was manifeſtly intended to inform the 


Praditions and Ceremonies of the Church, whith be 


ut repugnant to the Word of God, dtght to be rebuked 
did be that offendeth againſt the oa Order of the 
Church. I muſt allo deſire him to inform me What 


ort of Authority that muſt be which al Chriſtians 


ve in common one with another, and like wiſe upon 
 " what Foot the Bibops and Clergy of this Nation went 

| When they ſettled in Ecclefiaſtical Government among 
us, and did themſelves preſcribe Rites and Cæremonie! 


dt the People. Bur I perceive plainly that his 


125 e ben e tand in his bi 
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People of the Authority of their lauful Governors to 
preſcribe to them Rite, and Ceremonies, hereby to 
| prevent that Confuſion which muſt neceſſarily have 
ariſen, if every Man had been left abſolutely to his 
den Liberty in | this Caſe;and to eſtabliſh thronghont 
the whole Nation one regular and uniform Manner 
pf religious Worſhip. This Article therefore is {0 
flak from teaching that particular Perſons in the 
Church haye not Power to decree Rites and Ceremo- 
nie, that the plain and neceſſary Conſtruction of it 
zs, that hey habe. If his Lordſhip will perſiſt to main- 
tain the contrary, I muſt deſire him to give me the 
Segſe of that part of the 34th Article, wherein it is 
- Geetared; that whoever thro' bis PRIVATE UDO T 
MENT willingly and purpoſely doth openly break tht 


_ Lotdſhip's Notions are to be ſet up ar any Rite, and 
neither Articles not Creedi, nor the e it Telly ba 


F ba UT. W 8 | 2 


ta). 


P By this time I ſuppoſe my Reader is ful ay mae 


that do not wrong his Lordſhip, when I ſay, th 
his Deſign in teaching that Men are to be TO 


; neg to External Communion wholly by their own Con- 


ſcienges, was not to guard them only againſt an aþſo- 


lute Submiſſi on to all impoſed Terms of Communion. 
but to {ct them looſe from all manner of Regard to the 
Injunctions of their Spiritual Governours, as having 
0 Right to ſettle the External Modes or Circumſt an- 
ces ot religious Worſhip. And after this, I do not 
in the leaſt wonder to find his Lordſhip every where Fa 


treating outward Order and Decency in the Worſhip 


of God, with the utmoſt Contempt. 15 Alas 1 ſays 


he, al this proceeds from our poor worldly Notious of 


Order and Decency . all Chriſtiaus du wot ſay 
Prayers at the ſame particular Minute If all do not 


faſt—at the ſame time of the Tear, and pon the ſam 
Day of the Meek — If ſome Chriſtians kneel when others 


_ Rand, or ſtand when others kneel —— AI this, in al 
the infinite Variety of it, is called a Breach of the Or- 
der of Chriſt's Church. So that it ſeems, to ſuppoſe 
that the Order of Chriſt's Church does at all conſiſt, 


in Chriſtians praying or faſting at the ſame time, or in 


8 ing uniform in the ſame Geſture of ſtauding or 


kneeling i in their religious Aſſemblies, is a poor world- 


ly Notion of Order and Decency, and as diſagreeable to 
the Will of God, and of Chriſt, as the World it ſelf is 
rom which it is taken. Theſe are his own Words. 


But it would be endleſs to remark upon every Parti- 
cular. Read over the whole Section, and then fee if 


you can any where find a more bitter (cho ly) In- 
vective againſt Rites and Ceremonies in Religion, in 
the Writings of the moſt rigid Diſſeuter. One th ing 


however 1 mult beg leave to take notice of, which | 
ths chat that en Wann of Se. aul, 4 Cor. 4 40 
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W 
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which has ever been hitherto interpreted as com- 


\ 


woe 


manding outward Order and Decency, his Lordſhip 
has treated after the ſame manner that he has treated 
the XXth Article of our Church, 7. e. he has endea- 
voured to explain it away. (4) St. Paul, ſays he, in- 

deed ſpeaks of Decency and Order in Aſſemblies of 
Chriſtians; but in what Points —it is worth while to 
confider. He exhorts Chriſtians in their Congregations, 
not to interrupt one another in their Preaching or Pro- 
pheſying, but to ſpeak one after another, without which 

| Reſtraint upon themſelves, one End of their aſſembling 

together would be wholly fruſtrated. Very true: Bat is 
this all? Was it the Intention of the Apoſtle to re- 
commend Decency in no other Point but this, or in 


ſome others of the like ſort, where the want of De- 


cency would wholly deſtroy ſome one or other main End 
of religious Aſſemblies? Why, ſo it ſeems his Lord- 
ſhip would have us believe; for he ſays that this is 
THE Point to which he (the Apoſtle) applied his Rule. 
But his Lordſhip very well knows, that it was but 


two Chapters before, that the Apoſtle had given 


Directions that Men ſhould pray (in the Publick Con- 
gregation) with their Heads uncovered, and Women on 
the contrary, with their Heads covered; and that in 

this very Chapter he forbids Women to ſpeak in the Þ 


Church; neither of which Circumſtances (the former 


LC, eſpecially) can be neceſſary towards the preſerving 
any one End of religious Aſſemblies. All theſe things 


having been diſtinctly noted, the Apoſtle concludes 


his Diſcourſe by laying down a general Rule, thar 


ALL THINGS ſhould be done decently and in order. 
Now tho' I am not one of thoſe who will appeal to 
this Direction of St. Paul, to argue for Submiſſion to 
EVERY THING order'd by frail Men for the Decen- 


cy, Beauty, or outward Pomp of Circumſtances, rela- 
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titty to the Manner or Form of worſhipping God]; yet I 


will venture at the Hazzard of being counted weak, 
0. infer from hence, that in what Points ſoever the 


Rules of Order and Decency can take Place, (and 
what Points arc there where they cannot?) there 


Order and Decency is to be preſerved. That the Go- 
vernours of the Church, (frail as they are) are the 


proper Judges of what is orderly and decent in God's 
Worſhip ; and that therefore Submiſſion to their In- 


junctious ought to be urged, and that too, in ſuch a 


manner, as not to leave it to Men's own Judgments and 
Conſciences, if by leaving it to Men's Judgments and 
Conſciences, his Lordſhip means (as I ſuppole he does) 
Men abſolutely at Liberty whether they will 
comply with them ot not, without having any Re- 
gard to their Authority, or to the Lawfulneſs or Un- 
lawfulneſs of what they command. Nor am I at all 
moved with what his Lordſhip is pleaſed farther to 


leaving 


alledge (on purpoſe to weaken the Force of this 


Text) viz. That the Apoſtle does not ſpeak of this 
Decency and Order, which was really neceſſary in their 


Aſſemblies, in the manner in which he ſpeaks of Righte- 
ouſneſs aud Holineſs; and all the Fruits of the Spirit ; 
nor thunder out Excommunications or Denunciations 


/ God's Eternal Wrath againſt any who ſhould tranſ- 


greſs in this Point. For tho' 'tis true, that Matters 
of Order and Decency are of a Kind much inferior to 


Moral Duties, J have not yet ſo learned Chriſt, as to 
think any one Divine Precept to be beneath my No- 


tice; and therefore let Rites and Ceremonies in Reli- 


gion be of never ſo little Importance in themſelves, 


© if they be enjoined me in Virtue of a general 


ule laid down in the Goſpel, I ſhall (without look- | 
ing for any particular Denunciation of God's Wrath) 
think it my Duty to comply with them, as know- 
ing that thoſe who out of a perverſe and obſtinate 
Spirit do refuſe to comply with them, and thereby 
diſturb the Peace of Chriſt's Church, are fubject to 
all thoſe general Denunciations, which lye againſt 


But 


thoſe who break his Commenementh | 


"ah. th. 
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Hut it is not my Buſineſs at this time to enlarge | 
upon the Duty of Taferiors in the Church, to ſubmit ; 
to their Seperiors in fach Points. What I produced 
theſe Paſſages for, was principally to ſhow, that ſo | { 
great is his Lordfhip's Zeal againſt the Neceſſity of \ 
_ outward Order and Decency, that he could not forbear 0 
to pervert one of the plaineſt Texts in the whole 7 
Bible, and that for no other Reaſon than becauſe it 1 
ſpeaks in Favour of it. The Name of outward Uni- x 
Formi:y 1 perceive is become his Lordſhip's peculiar g 
Averſion, and that to ſo great a Degree, that even n 
whilſt he ſeems to ſpeak well of it, he moſt bitterly t1 
reviles it. Al that Uniformity in the different Con- 95 
 gregations of the ſame Land, which, is the Effect vf a L 
willing Choice, and the Refult of Judgment nnd Conſci- 
ence, I ball ever efleem — Eſteem? How? Why, 10 | as 
” as high a Degree as it can claim. And how high this N 
is, you may judge by the Reaſon his Lordſhip has R 
5 been pleaſed to give us why he eſteems it, which is in 
Bare very extraordinary, and deſerves your eſpe- kr 
cial Notice. It is then, becauſe whilſt it is ſo procur d, I m. 
it can never either injure Civil Society, or deſtroy good 
Learning and true Philoſophy! That is to ſay, his | 7: 
_Lordſhip efteems outward Uniformity becauſe it does {© 
30 Hurt ! I ſhould have been glad he would have told m. 
us of an) Good it does, and then I wonld have belie- lat 
ved him to have been fincere in what he profeſſes. 
But as it is, I can look upon this ſeeming Commenda- the 
tion of outward Uniformity, no otherwiſe than as 21 TI 
good genteel way of abuſing ir. For I can ſcarce] As 
believe his Lordfhip to be of ſo eaſy a Diſpoſition, as ſeg 
to place any part of his Eſteem upon things, which] for 
according to his own Account of them, are worth] o 
even juſt nothing at all. Tt it be conſidered farther; 3e 
chat all this is ſpoken-of ſuch an Uniformity as is the gn 
Effett of a willing Choice, and the Reſult of TudgmentÞ © 
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LESS 


55 Conſcience (which 5 6Y by this time, I 


ſuppoſe, you may be able to underſtand) you may 
from hence eaſily gueſs what he thinks of an Unifor- 


_ mity procured by, and maintained in Obedience to 


Human Authority. Bur there is no room for Conje- 
ctures in the Caſe. His Lordſhip tells us plainly a 


very few Lincs after, that zo 55 t upon the 2 (i. e. 


outward Order and Decency) by Virtue of mere Aut ho- 


7 


Declaration of the Goſpel of Jeſus Chriſt All, Autho- 


rity is mere Authority; and I ſhould deſire no ſtron- 
ger Proof that Chriſt hath given to none Authorit y to 
make Laws relating to Order and Decency, if it were 


true, that to infiſt upon Order and Decency by Virene 
of Authority in any, were contrary to the Deſign and 


| Declarations of the Goſpel. 
And now after ſuch FR Declarations as theſe 

againſt all Humane Authority, even in indiſferent 
| Matters; and ſo many good Words beſlowed upon 
Rites and Ceremonies appointed for Order and -D-cency 
in the Worſhip of God; I am no longer at a Loſs to 
know, what his Lordſhip's Nations both of Unifor- _ 
mity and Conformity are. And I think, I ſee very 
plainly, what that Gaudy Figure dreſſed out by modern 


Fancy and Imagination is, which gives his Lordſhip 
ſo much Offence, and which (as he inſinuates) is now 


. miſtaken for the only is Original Church of Eng- 
land. 

2. We are now come to the other Inſtance of Au- 
thority, claimed by the Church of England, viz. 


The Authority of judging and cenſuring Offenders. 
As to which, that which his Lordſhip has been plea- 


ſed to decla for, is (as you have ſeen in the 
| foregoing Chapter) a Right in all Chriſtians 
EI open Wickedneſs; and to judge wilſul Sin to 
be contrary to Chriſt's Laws, and the notorious Sinner 


worthy of being acknowledged by them as 0 Brother. 


K 2 That 


rity in ſome, 1s—contrary to the profeſſed. Deſen and 
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That is, (as his Lordſhip expreſſes himſelf a little — 9 
before) he declares, that (e) every Man will judge 
him to be a Murderer, who takes away his Neighbours 
Life unjuſtly; and him to be an uncharitable. Man, 
who never does an Act of Charity; and every Chriſtian 
has a Right to ſbeu his Senſe of theſe open Sins. All 
this his Lordſhip, I thank him, is pleaſed to own. 
But that this is not that Right of judging which 1s 
claimed by the Church of England, is manifeſt, For 
- as his Lordſhip confeſſes, and Reaſon tells us, this 
' Judging zs not at all Authoritative, either ſo as to be 
peculiarly lodged in any one part of Chriſtians over | 
another, or ſo as at all to affect the Salvation of 
the Perſon thus judged, and his Condition as to the 
Favour of God. His Lordſhip therefore here owns 
Judging, but not an Authority o judging But the 
judging I am now ſpeaking. of as claimed by the 
Church of England, is an Authority of judging, 
i. e. it is a Power ſuppoſed to be lodged in ſore 
Chriſtians over others, to judge of their Behavi- 
our, and to paſs Sentence upon them deciſively ; 
not indeed ſo as to determine the Condition of 
thoſe others, with reſpe& to the Favour of God, 
but ſo as to determine their Conditions with 
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vp 

reſpect to external Communion, as has before been t 
explained. The Queſtion being thus fated, we 5 

muſt next ſee what his Lordſhip's Opinion is, 9 
concerning ſuch an Authority as this, and tho! w 

he has not declared himfelf ſo plainly upon ji 

this Point, as he has upon the former, yet he T, 
has I think, given us ſufficient Reaſon to be- rl 
lieve, that he owns no ſuch Authority. For, 0 
(e) Chap. 1. Sect. 7. p. 29. i . te 


IE J. His 
72 


'y 


q # % 
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OY 
1. His Lordſhip deſgnedly endeavours to conceal 
his Opinion as to this Particular. This you have 
already ſeen in part, and may more fully be convin- 
ced'of by what he ſays p. 47. F to deny all ſuch viſi- 
ble Human Authority in judging, as can affect the 


Salvation of Men —— be to leave the Church without 
any viſible Human Authority zo judge 


J confeſs 
T have done it. —— But if T HEY hold any Anthori- 
ty befides this, or if THET maintain that there may be 
Authority or Right to judge in quite another 
Senſe — then THEY cannot THEMSELVES con- 


ceive the Paſſages cited by them to tend to ſubvert ALI. 


Government and Diſcipline in the Church of Chriſt. 


Lou ſee here again that his Lordſhip puts the Iſſue of 
the Debate wholy upon what THEY, the Committee, 
will affirm concerning the Authority of judging, But 
why ſo? It may reaſonably be demanded of his 

| Lordſhip to give an Account of this Part of his Con- 
duc. T 

It is, that he owns NO Authority of judging either in 

the Senſe in which alone he pretends to have denied 
it, or any other, and that therefore he could not ho- 

neſtly have declared his Opinion without contefling 
the Thing laid to his Charge. I am the more con- 
firmed in this by the Manner wherein he has mana- 
ged this Part of the Debate againſt Dr. Sherlock. 
The Dean had ſaid that the CHURCH has a Right to 


he only Account that I am able to give of 


judge of the Behaviour of Chriſtians with reſpect to 
the Laws of Chriſt, manifeſtly meaning thereby that 


the Church hath Authority to determine the Condition 


of her Members with reſpect to external Communion. 


In Anſwer to this the Biſhop ſuppoſes him, againſt WM 
| common Senſe and Reaſon, to be contending fora RK 
ſort of judging which is not authoritative, and then 


tells him that he contradicts nothing which he has 


afürmed. And let any one judge whether this alter- 


0 ing 


8 < 74 N 
ing "A State of the Queſtion could proceed from 
nanny other Cauſe but the utmoſt Unwillingneſs to 

declare his Opinion. And what could be the Cauſe 
of this Unwillingneſs, but an inward Conviction 
that he owned. no ſuch Authority as Dr. Sherlock was 
| qnerading for in Oppoſition to him 


The Cale of: the inceftuous. Corinthian as * 
n by St. Paul, which has ever been thought 
a deciſive Argument for ſuch an Authority as I am 
no ſpeaking of, his Lordſhip (after his uſual man- 
ner) has taken ſome Pains to ſhew to be nothing to 
the Purpoſe. () I queſtion, ſays he, whether any thing 
can certainly be argued from the Proceedings of St. Paul 


and the Corinthian Church in this Caſe (i. e. in the 


| 
| 

F 
Caſe of the inceſtuors Perſon) but where all Circam- d 
| Nances are parallel nor do I know of any ſort #4 
Excommunication ordinarily praftiſed either in this or | { 
et 

J 


am other Churches which - can be juſtified by it. 
Judge here again how well affected that Man muſt 


be to a Cauſe, who will endeavour, and that without || © 
any manner of Occaſion given him, to {mother the || /* 
molt conſiderable Evidence it has on its ſide. I fay 0 

the noſe confiderable Evidence, for T ſhall ſtill beg Leave Ii 

to call this Inſtance an Evidence on the fide of Excom- Ce 
munication, in ſpight of all his Lordſhip's Cavillings M1 
_ againſt it. An Apoſtle direfing, the whole Congre- W 
ation joining, — a Bodily Puniſhment as 4 preſent ft. 
Miraculous Effect of the Sentence confequent upon it, 1 2 


cannot, ſays he, be a Juſtification of the ordinary 
Diſcipline of auy Church. But why ſo? why, for this 
worthy reaſon, viz. becauſe no Caſe can now hap- 
Pen which fhall agree with this in every Circumſtance. 
a is to lay, Besauſe, for lagance, ed is not an 


oF 


Kos ile no alive to direct who ſhall be ercommuniĩ- 
S and becauſe a preſent miraculom Effect does 


not follow the Sentence of Excommunication, there- 
fore Excommunication cannot be juſtified by this 
Inſtance! Why did not his Lordſhip proceed a lit- 
tle further, and ſay, that the Perfon to be excommu- 
nicated was inceſſubus, and the Perſons directed to 
excommunicate him were Corinthians, and plead 
from hence that this Inftance can juſtify Excommu- 
nication in no other Caſe but this, and that no where 
but at Corinth ? Bur does his Lordſhip ſee any Con 
_ ſequences in this way of arguing ? if he does, I muſt 
beſeech him never more to pretend to juſtify awy 
thing at all by the Practices of the Apoſtles; for an 
Apoſtle is not zew alive to direct in one Caſe any 
more than in another, and conſequently this fit 
Objection is equally ſtrong againſt an) Inference 
this Kind drawn from their Example. The /aſt Ob— 
jection relates only to the Effect of Excommunicati- 
on, which, as his Lordſhip has obſerved, was a pre- 
ſent Bodily Puniſhment miraculouſly inflicted upon the 
Offender ; but that any Argument ſhould poſſibly 
lie, from the want of ſuch an Efett now, 482d Ex- 
communication t ſelf, is, I preſume, a Secret reſer- 
ved peculiarly for his Lordſhip's Diſcovery. And 
whereas his Lordſhip has mention'd a third Circym- 
ſtance, viz. that of the whole Congregation joining, I 


anſwer, that this Circumſtance ever may c@ncurs 


and. always does concur with Excommunication, as 
practiſed in all Churches, fo far as it did concur in 
the Caſe'of the Corinthian Church now before us. 


For the whole Congregation joined in the Excom- 
munication no otherwiſe than as Mitneſſes to the 


| Sentence paſſed, which Cuſtom ever has been, and 
is every where obſerved unto this Day That 4 


formal Sentence was paſſed upon the inceſtors Perſoz, 


ſelf; 


his 9 owns, and is clear from the Hiſtory it 
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felf; for it was when they were gathered together; that 
he was to be delivered unto Satan. Now that this 
Sentence was to be. paſſed by the Governours of that, 
Church, or by ſome Body or other appointed by 
them, and not by. the whole Congregation, is a Point 


doo plain of it ſelf to need to be,infiſted upon, | 


& 1 


The Truth of the Matter, as I take it, lies here. 


The Practice of the Apoſtles is a ſufficient Juſtifica- 
tion of a like Practice in the Church after them, in 


all Caſes where the reaſon of that Practice is the 


* : * * * 


ſame, and where there is nothing in the Nature of 


_ * the Thing which makes the immediate Direction of 
an Apoſtle to become nęceſſary. Here we have an. 


Inſtance of an Apoſtle dire&ing the Governours of a 
particular Church to pronounce a formal Sentence 
of Excommunication againſt a_notorious Offender, 


by which he ſhould be adjudged as cut off from the 


Society or Fellowſhip of Chriſtians. The reaſon of 


this Practice is manifeſtly always the ſame. The 
Nature of the Cale is ſuch as does by no means re- 


quire the immediate Direction of an Apoſtle, even 
in the Opinion of this Apoſtle himſelf. For as I un- 
derſtand the Second Verſe of this Chapter, the Apo- 


| ſtle blames them that the | wicked Perſon Was not al- 
Beſides, what can 


ready talen away from among them. 
there be in the Nature of the Thing that neceſſarily 


requires the Direction of an Apoſtle? That a Man 
ſhould be a proper Subject of Excommunication, 7. & 


that he ſhould deſerve to be excommunicated, it is 
enough that he has openly violated the Laws of the 
Goſpel, and of this ſurely any Man may judge as well 


as an Apoſtle. Thus ſtands the Caſe: And now 
whether this Inſtance will not ſufficiently juſtify the 
erdinary Diſcipline of the Church with reſpect to Of- 
leave any reaſonable and unprejudiced 
Man to conſider. — But to return from this Di- 


fenders, | 


ears 5 3. That 
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„. That his Lordſhip, if I underſtand him rightly, 
bas taught ſeveral Things inconſiſtent with this Au. 
thority of Fudging which lam now contending for. To 
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make you ſeulible of which, I muſt premiſe, that if 


an Authority of Judging be, as we ſuppoſe, peculiar- 
ly lodged in ſome Chriſtians, over others, i. e in the 
 Governours of the Church, it follows plainly that none 
of the inferior Clergy ought to refuſe to any Chriſtian 
the uſual Tokens of Church Communion, in Oppoſition to 
the Judgment and Direction of their Superiorsz and 
that no private Chriſtian ought to treat or uſe another 
as excommunicate, who is not by the Governours of 
the Church firſt declared to he ſo. Becauſe to allo r 
of the contrary Practice, is to put the Power of Judg- 
ing into every. Chriſtian's: Hands; upon which Sup- 
poſition it muſt ceaſe in any reſpect to be authoritative... 
And yet this Practice his Lordſhip ſeems plainly to 
contend for. For he ſays, he (g) does not doubt but 
the Nature and Uſeſulneſs of the thing is a ſuſpcient 
Juſtification of ANT Chriſtians, who Fr 4 Mark upon 


the open Immorality and Wickedneſs of any profeſſed 


Chriſtians, EV EN BY REFUSING TOTHEM. 
THE PECULIARTOKENS AND MARKS 


of Chriſtian Communion, AS WELL AS by avoiding 
their Company. The peculiar Tokens or Marks of 
Church Communion, conſidered. as diſtinct from Keep- 
ing Company, are the joining together in all outward 
Ads of religions Worſhip, and more eſpecially in the 


® 7 


Uſe of the holy Sacrament, To refuſe to another 
theſe Tokens, mult ſignify either, 1/7, The refuſing, 
ro. adminiſter to another theſe Tokens: Or, 24%, 


The refuling to join with him in the participation 0 
theſe Tokens, when adminiſtred by the Hands of o- 
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_ thers. Nis. Lordſhip. can hardly be pnderftood to 


that it is not the Office of every Chriſtian to adminiſter 


the Tokens of Church Communion. And in the 
latter Senſe his Meaning mult be, that it is law ful for 


every private Chriſtian to refuſe to join in religious 
Worſhip with an open Sinner, whether he be declar- 


ed excommunicate or not. Which Aſſertion, as it 


effectually deſtroys all Authority of judging in the 


Church of Chriſt, ſo it does no leſs effectually juſtify 


one, Plea of the Diſſenters for ſeparating from our 
_ Communion, which all Divines, and ſome even a- 


uBJun0 ble. 


mong the Diſſenters themſelves, have declared to be 


Ain, his Lordſhip declares, that (b) « Right to 


judge that an open Sianer is not worthy of being own- 


ed as one of the Chriſtian Society, he has never denied 
to every Chriſtian, much leſs to theſe whoſe Office it is 

\ ro adminiſter holy things, and who therefore muſt judge 

FORTHEMSELVES, that it is not proper for them 


to acknowledge as Chriſtians thoſe who openly and not o- 
riouſly live in a Violation of the Moral Laws of Chriſt. 
This Sentence is very obſcurely worded, whether 
with Deſign or not I cannot tell. But the meaning 


of it, muſt be this. That every Clergyman is to be 
his own judge what Perſons it is proper for him to 


admit to the holy Communion, and what not. This is 


plain, becauſe he applies this particularly to the 


Eiſe of adminiſtring the Sacrament, in the very next 
Words. This Aſſertion therefore leaves the Power 
of Excommunication equally in all Clergymen, and in 
all Chriſtians; which, how codtrary it is to the Uſage 


pk all Churches, and particularly to the Uſage of the 
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ſpeak in the former Senſe, becauſe he very well knows 
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Church of England, no one, I ſuppoſe, needs to be 
informed. We have a Rubrick indeed which authori- 
tes every Curate to repel from the holy Communion 
all open and notorious evil Livers, all who have done 
Wrong to their Neighbours, and all berwixt wham he 
pereerveth Malice and hatred to reign. But this Au- 
thority reaches no farther than to one ſingle Act of 
Refu ſal; for the ſame Rubrick puts in this Proviſo, 
that every Miniſter ſo repelling am ſhall be obliged © 
to give an Account of the ſame to the Ordinary within 
Fourteen Days. © Give an Account to the Ordinary? 
For what End? Why (ſays Can. 27.) to ſignify unto 
him the Cauſe of his refuſing him and therein (for the 
future) to obey his Order and Direction. So then, ac- 
cording to the Conſtitutions of our Church, the Or- 
dinary, and not the Curate, is to judge finally and 
decißvely who is to he admitted to the holy Communion, 
and who not. How his Lordſhip will reconcile his 
Doctrine with this, and with that Aathorit * which 
ie is bound as a Biſhop to exerciſe in this Caſe, I ſhall 
E 


a Thus I 2 that his Lordſhip hath even now 
c denied to the Church all Authority in every Inſtance i 
J of it. And I now put it to the Biſhop's Conſcience, i 
e whether it would not haye been more becoming his 
o | CharaQter, inſtead of endeavouring to evade the 
is | Charge of the Committee upon this Head, by pretend- | 
je ing that he had denied v0 Authority but abſolute Au- al 


To thority, to have ſpoke out, and ſaid, that he owns no 9 


er Authority. But however the World has hitherto been 0 
in ſatisfied with ſuch Pretenſions, I preſume it will | 
ge now be expected that he ſhould declare himſelf freely 5 
he | and openly. And ifi he will ſay, that the Church |} 
has Authority; that there is a Power in ſome over | 

ethers to preſcribe Laws for Order and Decency in 2 
indefferent Matters in Religion, and to judge and 93 
4, h * . L 2 „„ deter- | 4 
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World that what have now offered is nat 


Aephinb the Oonditiün of other: eſpech e 
erna "Communion, J ſhall," notwithſtanding all the 
Biſcbbragements 1 have met with, admit of, his 
olema Declaration dga ave ſaid, 
0 has he has given me ſo much 
occkſton to miſtake his Meaning. But if he ſhall 
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as this will convince the 


vain Suſpicion, fo 1 rhay venture to! promiſe his | 
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